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PREFACE  TO  THE  THIRD  EDITION. 


I  AM  glad  to  know  that  during  the  twenty  years  which 
have  elapsed  since  the  publication  of  the  First  Edition  of 
this  work  it  has  held  its  place  as  the  recognised  text- 
book of  the  law  upon  a  very  important  subject.  In  pre- 
paring this  edition  I  have  been  assisted  by  my  friends 
and  former  pupils,  Mr.  N.  Paliologus  and  Mr.  George 
Bosher.  I  believe  it  will  be  found  that  their  industry 
has  added  to  the  work  a  complete  record  of  all  the  treaties 
which  have  been  made  and  all  the  cases  which  have  been 
decided  since  the  last  edition  was  published. 


EDWAED  CLARKE. 


5  Essex  Court,  Teuple, 
November  I7th,  1887. 
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PREFACE  TO  THE  SECOND  EDITION. 


Since  the  First  Edition  of  this  work  was  published  the 
law  of  Great  Britain  with  regard  to  Extradition  has  been 
greatly  altered,  and  several  new  Conventions  have  been 
made  with  foreign  States.  That  edition  was  received 
with  great  favour  both  in  this  country  and  in  the  United 
States,  and  was  long  ago  exhausted.  In  the  task  of 
revising  the  work  and  adapting  it  to  the  present  state  of 
the  law,  I  have  been  much  hindered  by  other  engage- 
ments, and  the  delays,  for  which  I  alone  am  responsible, 
have  severely  taxed  the  patience  of  my  publishers.  I 
have,  however,  spared  no  pains  to  make  the  present  volume 
what  I  hope  and  believe  my  legal  brethren  will  find  it — 
a  complete  and  trustworthy  exposition  of  the  law  of  Great 
Britain,  Canada,  France,  and  the  United  States  upon  a 
subject  of  great  and  of  increasing  importance. 


EDWABD  CLARKE. 


3  Gasbsn  Court,  Temple, 
July  1874. 


PREFACE  TO  THE  FIRST  EDITION. 


i»» 


The  Law  of  Extradition  has,  until  very  recently,  attracted 
little  attention  in  England.  Various  circumstances  have 
of  late  brought  it  into  frequent  public  discussion,  and  it 
seems  advisable  that  the  information  upon  the  subject 
should  be  gathered  into  a  convenient  form.  Several  cases, 
three  of  them  of  great  importance,  have  lately  been  decided 
in  the  English  Courts ;  and  during  a  Parliamentary  dis- 
cussion which  took  place  a  few  months  ago.  Lord  Stanley 
assured  the  House  of  Commons  that  an  opportunity  would 
be  afforded  next  Session  for  a  full  and  deliberate  con- 
sideration of  the  whole  subject.  The  only  English  book 
expressly  devoted  to  it  is  a  small  pamphlet,  published, 
twenty  years  ago,  by  Mr.  Charles  Egan.  This  pamphlet, 
written  soon  after  the  treaties  with  the  United  States  and 
France  were  concluded,  never  pretended  to  be  in  any  sense 
a  text-book,  and  has  long  ceased  to  be  of  practical  utility. 
Some  valuable  remarks  upon  the  question  were  contained 
in  a  pamphlet  published  by  the  late  Sir  George  Comewall 
Lewis  in  1859,  but  he  referred  almost  exclusively  to  the 


XU  PREFACE. 

theory  of  the  subject.  No  attempt  has  hitherto  been  made 
to  collect  and  compare  the  cases  decided  in  England  and 
the  countries  with  which  in  this  matter  she  is  most  closely 
connected. 

Having  been  engaged  in  the  three  most  recent  cases  in 
England,  I  have  given  a  good  deal  of  study  to  the  subject, 
and  I  venture  to  hope  that  the  results  of  that  study,  ex- 
tended for  the  sake  of  completeness  to  the  laws  of  America 
and  France,  may  not  only  be  useful  to  the  members  of 
my  own  profession,  but  may  help  the  public  to  understand, 
and  the  Legislature  satisfactorily  to  deal  with,  a  question 
which  becomes  every  year  of  more  importance  to  the 

world. 

EDWARD  CLARKE. 

3  Pump  Court,  Temple, 
December  lety  1866. 
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CHAPTER   I. 

THEORY  OF  THE  SUBJECT. 

The  subject  of  extraditaon  has  been  discussed  far  more  in 
its  political  than  in  its  legal  aspects.  National  interest, 
prejudice,  or  passion  has  always  governed  the  deliberations 
of  senates,  and  has  sometinies  affected  the  decisions  of  the 
courts.  An  attempt  is  made  in  this  volume  to  ascertain 
the  true  principles  of  the  question,  and,  as  briefly  as  cor- 
rectness will  permit,  to  trace  the  histoiy  of  the  law  in 
the  United  States,  England,  Canada,  and  France,  and  to 
indicate  the  rules  of  practice  observed  in  each  of  those 
countries. 

In  discussion  upon  this  subject  it  has  been  often  said 
that  the  majority  of  jurists  deny  the  existence  of  any  right 
to  demand  extradition.  That  this  assertion  is  incorrect 
will  be  seen  by  an  examination  of  the  opinions  of  some  of 
the  most  eminent  of  early  or  recent  writers. 

1) 
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Beginning  with  the  great  juriat  who  may  be  considered 
the  founder  of  modem  public  law,  we  find  Grotius  ex- 
pressing a  very  clear  opinion  as  to  the  existence  of  this 
duty: — 

"Punishment,  as  we  have  said,  according  to  Natural 
Law,  may  be  inflicted  by  any  one  who  is  not  open  to  a 
like  charge ;  though,  no  doubt,  it  is  in  conformity  with 
civil  institutions  that  the  delicts  of  individuals  with 
regard  to  their  own  community  should  be  left  to  that 
community,  and  to  its  rulers,  to  be  punished  or  passed 
over  as  they  choose.  But  there  is  not  the  same  full  power 
left  to  them  in  delicts  which  in  any  way  pertain  to  human 
society  in  general ;  for  these,  other  states  may  prosecute, 
as  in  particular  states  there  is  a  prosecutor  of  certain 
offences  which  any  one  may  put  in  motion ;  and  much 
less  have  they  such  a  power  in  offences,  by  which  another 
state  or  its  ruler  is  specially  assailed,  and  in  which,  con- 
sequently, the  state  or  the  ruler  have,  on  account  of 
their  dignity  or  security,  a  right  of  exacting  punishment 
as  we  have  said.  This  right  is  not  to  be  impeded  by  the 
state  in  which  the  offender  lives,  or  its  ruler. 

''  But  since  states  are  not  accustomed  to  permit  another 
state  to  enter  their  territory  armed  for  the  sake  of  exact- 
ing punishment,  nor  is  that  expedient;  it  follows  that 
the  city  where  he  abides  who  is  found  to  have  committed 
the  offence  ought  to  do  one  of  two  things — either  itself, 
being  called  upon,  it  should  punish  the  guilty  man,  or  it 
should  leave  him  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  party  who 
maRes  the  demand ;  for  this  is  what  is  meant  by  ^  giving 
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him  up/  SO  often  spoken  of  in  history.  ....  All  which 
passages,  however,  are  so  to  be  understood,  that  the  people 
or  king  are  not  strictly  bound  to  give  up  the  person,  but, 
as  we  have  said,  to  punish  him.  .  •  .  .  It  is  a  disjunctive 
obligation."     (Bk.  iL  c.  21,  §§  3,  4.) 

Vattel  lays  down  the  same  principle  of  a  duty, 
either  to  punish  the  fugitive  criminal  or  to  deliver 
him  up  to  the  injured  state,  in  very  explicit  terms,  and 
adds: 

"  This  is  pretty  generally  observed  with  respect  to  great 
crimes,  which  are  equally  contrary  to  the  laws  and  safety 
of  all  nations.  Assassins,  incendiaries,  and  robbers  are 
seized  everywhere,  at  the  desire  of  the  sovereign  in  whose 
territories  the  crime  was  committed,  and  are  delivered 
up  to  his  justice.  The  matter  is  carried  still  further  in 
states  that  are  more  closely  connected  by  friendship  and 
good  neighbourhood.  Even  in  cases  of  ordinary  trans- 
gressions, which  are  only  subjects  of  civil  prosecution, 
either  with  a  view  to  the  recovery  of  damages,  or  the 
infliction  of  a  slight  civil  punishment,  the  subjects  of  two 
neighbouring  states  are  reciprocally  obliged  to  appear 
before  the  magistrate  of  the  place  where  they  are  accused 
of  having  failed  in  their  duty.  Upon  a  requisition  of  that 
magistrate,  called  '  letters  rogatory,'  they  are  summoned  ia 
due  form  by  their  own  magistrates,  and  obliged  to  appear. 
An  admirable  institution,  by  means  of  which  many  neigh* 
bouring  states  live  together  in  peace,  and  seem  to  form 
only  one  republic."     (Bk.  ii  §  76.) 

The  principal  authority  quoted  against  the  existence 

B  2 
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of  this  right  is  Pufendorf  *  The  citation,  however,  is 
erroneous,  as  will  be  seen  from  the  following  passages : — 
^'  Among  the  several  ways  the  governors  of  a  common- 
wealth are  involved  in  wars  from  the  injuries  committed 
by  their  subjects,  these  two,  I  think,  will  most  deserve- 

*  Story  says  ('  Conflict  of  Laws,'  p.  879)  that  "  Pafendorf  ex- 
plidtly  denies  it  as  a  matter  of  right."  But  in  the  edition  of  1865> 
this  note  is  appended  :*-"  For  this  reference  to  Fof endorfs  opinion 
I  mnst  rely  on  Bnrlamaqni  (part  4^  c  3,  §§  23,  24),  not  haring 
been  able  to  find  it  in  his  *  Treatise  on  the  Law  of  Nations.'  The 
only  reference  to  the  point  which  I  have  met  with  in  that  work  is 
in  book  viii.  c.  3,  §§  23,  24i."  In  this  statement  and  note  there  are 
four  errors.  Pnfendorf  does  not  explicitly  deny  the  right.  Bnr- 
lamaqni does  not  say  so.  The  passage,  book  riii  c.  3,  §§  23,  24, 
does  not  relate  to  the  matter  at  alL  The  passage  given  in  the  text» 
book  riii.  c.  6,  §  12,  does  expressly  refer  to  it.  Sir  G,  G.  Lewi& 
corrected  part  of  the  error,  and  referred  to  the  proper  section  in 
the  sixth  chapter  of  Pnfendorf s  eighth  book  Bnt,  strangely 
enough,  he  referred  to  that  passage  as  an  authority  for  the  state- 
ment that  Fnf endori  holds  that  a  state  is  only  bound  by  treaty 
engagements,  or  by  some  special  circumstance,  to  surrender  a 
fugitive  criminal,  a  proposition  which  the  passage  he  quotes  doe» 
not  support  in  the  least  ('On  Foreign  Jurisdiction,'  &c.,  37). 
Story's  mistake  has  been  copied  with  persistent  carelessness.  In 
Wheaton  (edition  1863),  Phillimore  (1854),  and  Fcelix,  the  refer- 
ence to  Pnfendorf  is  'Elementa,'  Ub.  viii.  c  3,  §§  23,  24.  In 
Kent  (1854)  and  Halleck  (1861)  no  reference  to  Pnfendorf  is  given. 
Woolsey  (1864)  gives  no  refereuces  at  alL  Egan  was  content  to 
quote  Story  without  verifying.  The  references  of  Wheaton, 
Phillimore,  and  Fcalix  are  incorrect.  The  book  Pnfendorf  published 
in  1660,  entitled  'Elementorum  Jurisprudentiffl  Universalis 
libri  ii.'  (Cambridge,  1672),  only  contains  two  books;  the  first 
comprising  twenty-one  definitions;  the  second,  two  axioms  and 
five  observations.  Of  course,  no  such  passage  as  '  lib.  viii.  c.  3,. 
§§  23,  24'  can  be  found  in  it.  The  true  reference  tu  Pnfendorf  is 
given  in  the  text. 
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our  consideration — ^viz,,  suflFerance  and  reception 

The  guilt  of  a  crime  before  it  hath  been  judicially  tried 
remains  upon  them  who  commit  it ;  but  after  sentence  is 
passed  upon  it,  they  are  the  criminals  who  neglect  to  put 
the  law  in  execution.  The  case  of  reception,  and  how 
far  the  commonwealth  gives  reason  for  war  against  itself 
by  receiving  and  defending  persons  who  have  injured 
others,  may  be  seen  at  large  in  Grot.,  lib.  ii  c.  21,  §§  3, 
-4,  5,  6."  ♦ 

The  only  passage  which  can  possibly  be  quoted  in 
■support  of  the  assertion  that  Pufendorf  denies  the  duty 
of  extradition,  is  to  be  found  in  the  least  known  of  all  his 
works,  the  treatise, '  De  Officio  Honiinis  et  Civis  juxta 
Legem  Naturalem.'  After  saying  that  a  sovereign  state  is 
presumed  to  have  power  over  its  subjects,  and  that  know- 
ingly suffering  them  to  commit  crimes  it  shares  their  guilt ; 
he  adds,  that  the  liability  to  war  which  a  state  incurs  when 
it  receives  and  protects  fugitive  cnmmals  arises  rather 
from  special  compact  than  from  any  general  obliga- 
tioiLt 

*  '  Law  of  Nature  and  Nations '  (bk.  viiL  c.  6,  §  12).  Trans, 
hy  Basil  Kennett,  D.D.,  Lond.  1749.  "  Circa  receptum  antem,  et 
qnatenns  civitas  cansam  belli  contra  so  prsBbeat,  recipiendo  et 
•defendendo  eos  qui  in  alios  deliqnemnt,  plene  docet."  Grotios, 
d.  1,  §§  3,  4y  5,  6.  '  De  Jnre  Nataree  et  Grentiom.'  Ed.  HertioB 
and  Barbeyrac.    Frankfort  and  Leipsic,  1744. 

t  "  lit  tamen  qni  noxixim  ad  se  confngientem  poanaa  duntazat 
decHnandsB  causa  reoepit  et  protegit,  bello  peti  possit :  id  magis 
•ex  pecnliari  pacto  inter  vicinos  et  socios,  quam  communi  aliqna 
obligatione  provenit ;  nisi  iste  profngns  apnd  nos  hostilia  in  earn 
ovitatem  quam  desemit  machinetur.*'    (Lib.  ii.  o.  16.) 
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This  is  very  far  short  of  a  denial  of  the  duty  of  extra- 
dition ;  but  upon  this  Burlamaqui  says  that  it  was  without 
sufficient  reason  that  Pufendorf  made  this  qualification, 
and  that  the  rule  laid  down  by  Grotius  is  well  established. 
He  himself  calls  it,  "  une  obligation  commune  et  indis* 
pensable."* 

Paul  Voet  is  another  publicist  whose  authority  has  been 
quoted  in  favour  of  considering  the  rendition  of  criminals 
a  matter  strictly  of  comity,  not  of  right.  It  is  clear, 
from  his  writings,  that  the  passages  which  have  been  made 
to  bear  this  interpretation  were  caused  by  his  strong 
opinion  in  favour  of  the  right  of  any  magistrate  to  try 
a  criminal  found  in  his  jurisdiction,  wherever  the  crime 
may  have  been  committed.  He  holds  that  the  magistrate 
is  bound  to  punish  such  crimes ;  that  they  must  be  judged 
by  the  laws  of  the  place  where  they  were  conmiitted ;  but 
that,  in  assigning  punishment,  the  magistrate  is  not 
bound  to  consider  either  the  criminal's  domicile,  or  the 
place  of  the  crime.  He  should  punish  according  to  the 
quality  of  the  fault,  and  the  nature  of  the  punishment 
imposed  on  that  fault  in  his  territory ;  and  if  this  be  not 
sufficient,  the  criminal  may  be  given  up  to  the  foreign 
magistrate.  By  the  civil  law  he  must  be  given  up.  But 
now  this  is  hardly  ever  done,  "  nisi  ex  humanitate,"  and 
then  with  letters  rogatory,  to  save  the  local  jurisdiction. 
(Lib.  iL  c.  1.) 

*  '  FrincipeB  dn  Droit  de  la  Nature  et  des  QenA,*    Par  J.  J. 
Borlamaqni.    Ed.  Dnpin.    Paris,  1821.    5  toIb.    '  Droit  des  Gens 
(part  4,  c.  3,  §  9). 
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Lord  Coke's  opinion  is  clearly  against  the  duty  of  sur- 
render. "  It  is  holden,  and  so  it  hath  been  resolved,  that 
divided  kingdoms  under  several  kings,  in  league  one  with 
another,  are  sanctuaries  for  servants  or  subjects  flying  for 
safety  from  one  kingdom  to  another ;  and,  upon  demand 
made  by  them,  are  not,  by  the  laws  and  liberties  of  king- 
doms, to  be  delivered ;  and  this,  some  say,  is  grounded 
upon  the  law  in  Deuteronomy,  Non  trades  servum  domino 
suo  qui  ad  te  confugerit."  (8d  Inst.,  p.  180.)  He  then 
gives  three  instances.  But  it  must  be  remarked  upon 
this,  that  the  words  do  not  seem  to  apply  to  offenders 
against  the  criminal  law  ;  that  the  instances  he  gives  are 
those  of  political  offenders ;  and  that  there  is  no  trace  of 
any  such  resolution  as  he  speaks  of  in  the  case  of  a  fugi- 
tive  criminal.*     It  must  be  added,  that  this  dictum  does 

*  "And I  Bcaroe  nnderstand  Lord  Coke's  doctrine  on  this  point, 
that  foreign  kingdoms,  even  when  in  league  with  one  another,  are 
aanctnaries  for  any  subjects  flying  from  one  to  another.  How  has 
he  supported  itP  He  says,  'It  is  holden,  and  so  it  hath  been 
resoWed,'  but  he  neither  tells  us  when  nor  where  it  was  resolved. 
His  examples  from  history  are  far  from  proving  the  point.  The 
first,  from  Qaeen  Elizabeth's  time,  shows  good  political  reasons 
why  her  demands  were  not  complied  with,  because  she  had  before 
done  what  she  complained  of.  That  from  Henry  YIU.  does  not 
seem  to  prove  anything,  and  that  about  Pool,  the  Earl  of  Soffolk, 
proves  (if  anything)  the  point  I  am  contending  for,  and  conse- 
quently is  in  the  teeth  of  Lord  Coke's  own  assertion."— TT^na, 
Bvnomu$f  Dialogue  iiL  §  67.  Wynne  goes  on  to  say  that  the 
assertion  is  directly  against  the  law  of  nations,  and  that  if  a  special 
treaty  be  made,  it  operates  as  a  recognition,  not  a  creation,  of 
right.  In  the  judgment  in  Commonwealth  v.  Deacon,  10  Sergeant 
A  Bawle  (U.  S.),  125,  Chief  Justice  Tilghman  quoted  Coke  and 
Wynne's  comment,  and  added,  "  Although  Lord  Coke  was  as  great 
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not  appear  ever  to  have  been  nsed  as  an  authority  in 
an  English  court.  Martens  says  that  the  extradition  of 
criminals  is  not  a  matter  of  perfect  obligation  in  a  free  state, 
whether  the  criminal  be  a  subject  of  the  state  on  which 
the  demand  is  made,  or  of  that  which  makes  it,  or  of  a 
third  state.  *'  Mais  I'extradition  d'un  Stranger  sujet  de 
r^tat  qui  la  reclame  pour  un  crime  commis  chez  lui  ou 
mSme  centre  lui,  quoique  non  fond^  dans  la  rigueur  de  la 
loi  naturelle,  s'accorde  plus  frdquemment  soit  en  vertu  de 
trait^s,  soit  mdme  par  une  simple  d^f ^rence  ou  moyennant 
des  r^versales;  surtout  lorsque  Tindividu  se  trouve  au 
service  de  cet  ^tat." — PrSci$  du  Droit  des  Gens,  lib.  iii. 
c.  3,  §  101. 

This  is  only  a  very  qualified  denial  of  the  right,  which, 
on  the  other  hand,  is  asserted  in  express  terms  by  Buther- 
forth. 

"  What  remains,  therefore,  for  the  nation  to  do  is  what 
the  injured  nation  has  a  right  to  demand.  He  ought  to 
be  delivered  up  to  those  against  whom  the  crime  is  com- 
mitted, that  they  may  punish  him  within  their  own  terri- 
tories. This  is  the  right.  But  how  far  a  nation  that  has 
been  injured  in  itself  or  in  its  members  will  choose  either 
to  insist  on  this  right  at  first  by  demanding  the  criminal, 
or  to  support  it  afterwards  by  force  if  the  demand  be  not 

a  common  lawyer  as  England  ever  produced,  yet  certainly  he  was 
not  equally  proficient  in  his  knowledge  of  eqnily  or  of  the  law  of 
nations.  Perhaps  indeed  his  attachment  to  the  common  law  gave 
him  a  prejudice  against  all  others.  Yet  when  he  says  a  matter 
has  been  resolved,  I  should  think  he  might  be  relied  on,  for  he 
certainly  was  not  apt  to  speak  without  book." 
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complied  with,  depends  upon  its  own  discretion."  (Bk.  ii. 
c  9,  §  12.) 

The  two  great  jurists  of  America  are  in  accord  upon 
this  subject,  for  there  can  be  no  reason  why  the  opinion 
of  Story  upon  the  operation  of  a  law  of  extradition  among 
the  States  of  the  Union  should  not  be  applied  to  the  moi*e 
general  question.     He  says : — 

"  However  the  point  may  be  as  to  foreign  nations,  it 
cannot  be  questioned  that  it  is  of  vital  importance  to  the 
public  administration  of  criminal  justice,  and  the  security 
of  the  respective  states,  that  criminals  who  have  committed 
crimes  therein  should  not  find  an  asylum  in  other  states, 
but  should  be  surrendered  up  for  trial  and  punishment. 
It  is  a  power  most  salutary  in  its  general  operation,  by 
discouraging  crime,  and  cutting  off  the  chances  of  escape 
from  punishment.  It  will  promote  harmony  and  good 
feelings  among  the  states,  and  it  will  increase  the  gene- 
ral sense  of  the  blessings  of  the  national  government. 
It  will,  moreover,  give  strength  to  the  great  moral  duty 
which  neighbouring  states  especially  owe  to  each  other, 
by  elevating  the  policy  of  the  mutual  suppression  of 
crime  into  a  legal  obligation.  Hitherto  it  has  proved  as 
useful  in  practice  as  it  is  unexceptionable  in  its  character.'* 
('  Story  on  the  CJonstitution,'  §  1803.) 

Kent  quotes  the  opinions  of  Grotius,  Vattel,  and  others, 
and  then  adds : — 

"  The  language  of  these  authorities  is  clear  and  explicit, 
and  the  law  and  usage  of  nations  as  declared  by  them 
Tests  upon  the  plainest  principles  of  justice.     It  is  the 
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duty  of  the  govenunent  to  suirender  up  fugitives  upon 
demand,  after  the  civil  magistrate  shall  have  ascertained 
the  existence  of  reasonable  ground  for  the  charge,  and 
sufficient  to  put  the  accused  upon  his  triaL  The  guilty 
party  cannot  be  tried  and  punished  by  any  other  jurisdic- 
tion than  the  one  whose  laws  have  been  violated,  and 
therefore  the  duty  of  surrendering  him  applies  as  well 
to  the  case  of  the  subject  of  the  state  surrendering  as 
to  the  case  of  a  subject  of  the  power  demanding  the 
fugitives."     (*  Conunentaries,'  ed,  1854,  p.  40.) 

To  these  citations  may  be  added  the  opinions  of  three 
Englishmen,  all,  from  their  position  and  character,  entitled 
to  be  listened  to  upon  such  a  subject. 

Lord  Brougham  said  in  the  House  of  Lords  on  the 
14th  of  February  1842 : — "  He  thought  the  interests  of 
justice  required,  and  the  rights  of  good  neighbourhood 
required,  that  in  two  countries  bordering  upon  one  another, 
as  the  United  States  and  Canada,  and  even  that  in  England, 
and  in  the  European  countries  of  France,  Holland,  and 
Belgium,  there  ought  to  be  laws  on  both  sides  giving 
power,  under  due  regulations  and  safeguards,  to  each 
government  to  secure  persons  who  have  conunitted  offences 
in  the  territory  of  one  and  taken  refuge  in  the  territory  of 
the  other.  He  could  hardly  imagine  how  nations  could 
maintain  the  relationship  which  ought  to  exist  between  one 
civilised  country  and  another  without  some  such  power." 

Lord  Campbell,  upon  the  same  occasion,  said : — **  For 
his  own  part,  he  would  like  to  see  some  general  law 
enacted,  and  held  binding  on  all  states,  that  each  should 
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surrender  to  the  demands  of  the  others  all  persons  charged 
with  serious  offences  except  political  This,  however,  he 
feared,  was  a  rule  or  law  which  it  would  be  difficult  to 
get  all  nations  to  concur  in."  * 

And  in  the  most  valuable  of  his  works  Sir  George 
Comewall  Lewis  thus  laid  down  the  increasing  obligation 
of  the  duty : — 

"A  customs  league  (such  as  the  German  ZoUverein) 
and  treaties  of  international  postage,  copyright,  and  the 
extradition  of  criminals,  afford  other  instances  of  an 
infraction  of  the  principle  of  national  exclusiveness,  and 
of  an  approximation  to  the  formation  of  all  nations  into 
a  combined  political  system.  These  examples  will  suffice 
to  show  the  close  connexion  which  subsists  between  the 
progress  of  civilisation  and  the  relaxation  of  the  national 
principle,  so  as  to  render  it  consistent  with  a  more  enlarged 
principle  of  association."  ('  Methods  of  Observation  and 
Seasoning  in  Politics,'  iL  454.) 

It  has  been  said  by  some  recent  writers  that  the  ex- 
istence of  any  duty  of  extradition  is  negatived  by  the 
treaties  which  have  been  made  upon  the  subject.  This 
clearly  is  a  non  sequUur  ;  a  treaty  may  often  be  necessary 
to  regulate  and  limit  the  performance  of  a  duty  of  undis- 
puted obligation ;  and  that  the  granting  of  extradition  is, 
if  not  scientifically  speaking  a  matter  of  perfect  obligation, 
at  least  a  duty  of  public  morality,  has  not  been  denied  by 
any  writer  worth  notice.  It  is  evident  that  the  reasons 
assigned  by  early  writers  for  the  performance  of  this  duty 

•  60  Hansard,  319, 325. 
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have  in  the  progress  of  society  been  constantly  acquiring 
greater  weight.  The  complexity  of  business  transactions, 
the  vast  extension  of  credit,  the  general  use  of  paper- 
money  of  various  kinds,  all  make  it  easy  for  a  modem 
criminal  to  commit  a  fraud  which  may  cause  far  more 
wide-spread  misery  than  a  similar  act  could  formerly 
have  produced,  and  to  insure  at  least  a  few  hours'  con- 
cealment of  his  guilt.  And  other  improvements — the  use 
of  steam,  the  multiplication  of  means  of  locomotion — ^make 
it  easy  for  him  in  those  few  hourk.to  effect  his  escape  to 
a  foreign  country.  While  the  duty  of  extradition  has 
thus  been  increasing  in  weight,  the  general  tendency  of 
European  legislation  has  been  to  take  from  the  sovereign 
the  right  to  grant  the  surrender  by  his  own  prerogative. 
It  has  thus  been  found  necessar}"  to  make  provision  by 
treaty  or  legislative  enactment  for  the  performance  of 
this  duty ;  and  in  no  country  but  England  has  this  been 
found  difficult  In  England,  however,  objections  have 
constantly  been  raised  to  the  Acts  and  treaties  proposed. 
So  far  as  the  objectors  bring  forward  any  reason  beyond 
rhetorical  and  quite  inapplicable  disquisitions  upon 
national  independence,  they  rely  chiefly  upon  the  possi- 
bility that  a  treaty  may  be  abused  for  the  purpose  of 
procuring  the  rendition  of  political  offenders.  That  ques- 
tion will  be  discussed  in  a  later  chapter ;  here  it  is  suf- 
ficient to  say  that  no  treaty  can  prevent  its  own  infraction. 
If  a  nation  cannot  be  tnisted,  no  treaty  is  of  any  use ;  if 
it  can,  it  is  very  easy  to  agree  upon  provisions  by  which 
the  desires  of  both  parties  may  be  met. 
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It  has  been  recently  suggested  that,  instead  of  granting 
the  extradition  of  criminals,  the  domestic  law  should  be 
extended  to  crimes  committed  abroad.  But  for  this 
suggestion,  the  subject  of  extra-territorial  jurisdiction  in 
criminal  matters  would  hardly  be  worth  discussion  in 
England.  True  it  is  that  many  of  the  Continental  states 
punish  crimes  committed  in  other  countries  by  their  own 
subjects,  or  even  by  foreigners,  and  to  some  sUght  extent 
England  has  adopted  the  practice.  But  there  are  two 
answers  to  the  argument  that  its  extension  would  be  a 
substitute  for  laws  of  extradition.  In  the  first  place,  it 
does  not  remove  the  evil.  The  being  made  a  resort  for 
foreign  malefactors  is  as  great  a  mischief  to  any  country 
as  the  escape  of  offenders  against  its  own  laws.  The  ex- 
tradition treaty  between  England  and  France,  for  instance, 
is  intended  to  remedy  both  these  evils.  No  extension  of 
extra-territorial  jurisdiction  could  have  the  same  effect. 
Neither  country  could  reclaim  its  criminals,  and  English- 
men would  wisely  tliink  that  it  was  very  little  advantage 
to  them  to  be  able  to  try  a  Frenchman  for  crimes  with 
which  England  had  nothing  to  do,  or  to  know  that  if 
witnesses  were  sent  over  to  Paris,  the  English  fugitive 
might  possibly  be  punished  there  for  the  fraud  committed 
in  London.  The  other  objection  to  the  system  is,  that  it 
is  inefifective  and  unjust  It  is  an  indisputable  principle 
of  EnglLsh  jurisprudence  that  crime  must  be  tried  by  the 
law  of  the  place  at  which  it  was  committed ;  our  tribunals 
would  therefore  have  to  administer  foreign  laws.  The 
expense   of  prosecution,  always   heavy,  would    become 
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prohibitive  if  witnesses  had  to  be  conveyed  to  a  foreign 
country ;  and,  most  serious  objection  of  all,  in  the  great 
majority  of  cases  it  would  be  impossible  for  an  innocent 
man,  so  accused,  to  obtain  the  evidence  which  he  might 
require  for  his  defence. 

From  the  passages  just  quoted,  and  many  others  of 
similar  import,  the  following  conclusions  may  be  drawn : — 

The  surrender  of  fugitive  criminals  is  an  international 
duty.  It  may  not  be  so  plainly  a  matter  of  right  that 
the  refusal  to  grant  it  should  subject  a  nation  to  the 
penalty  of  war,  but  such  refusal  is  so  clearly  injurious  to 
the  country  which  refuses,  and  to  the  whole  world,  that 
it  is  a  serious  violation  of  the  moral  obligations  which 
exist  between  civilised  communities. 

In  former  times,  the  surrender  was  granted  by  a  sove- 
reign in  virtue  of  his  own  prerogative ;  but  the  recent 
course  of  European  legislation  has  been  to  restrain  this 
prerogative,  and  to  cast  upon  the  legislature  of  a  coun- 
try the  task  of  providing  for  the  performance  of  this 
duty. 

This  provision  should  be  guarded  by  the  exclusion  of 
political  offenders,  and  the  requirement  of  some  evidence 
of  guilt  before  the  accused  person  is  delivered  up.  It 
would  be  wise  also  to  restrict  the  crimes  for  which  sur- 
render should  be  granted,  according  to  the  facility  with 
which  criminals  could  escape  from  one  country  to  another; 
but  to  refuse  to  make  provision  at  all,  would  be  to  inflict 
an  injury  upon  the  whole  world,  and  especially  upon  the 
country  so  refusing. 
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The  surrender,  when  so  restricted,  involves  no  inter- 
ference with  national  independence,  as  the  duty  of  punish- 
ing the  crime  could  not  he  effectively  and  justly  per- 
formed by  any  nation  but  that  whose  laws  have  been 
broken. 

YoT  the  only  substitute  for  extradition  which  has  been 
proposed — ^the  extension  of  extra-territorial  jurisdiction 
—is  contraiy  to  sound  and  weU-established  principles  of 
law,  is  inconvenient  in  its  enforcement,  obstructs  the  course 
of  justice  by  making  the  prosecution  of  crime  difficult  and 
expensive,  and  is  unjust  to  the  accused  by  making  it  almost 
impossible  for  an  innocent  man  to  produce  the  confutation 
of  the  charge;  thus  combining  the  gravest  defects  possible 
in  a  system  of  criminal  jurisprudence. 
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CHAPTER  II. 

EARLY  TREATIES  AND  CASES. 

Without  some  history  of  the  practice  of  extradition,  so 
far  as  it  existed,  in  early  times,  this  book  would  be  incom- 
plete ;  but  the  materials  for  such  a  history  are  very  scanty^ 
and  the  few  instances  produced  by  different  writers  in 
proof  or  disproof  of  the  duty  of  rendition  are  in  most  cases 
of  doubtful  application.  The  historic  origin  of  the  practice 
is  to  be  found  in  the  relations  of  the  different  provinces 
of  the  Roman  Empire.  Under  the  Republic,  a  Roman 
citizen  accused  of  a  capital  offence  might,  at  any  time 
before  decision  was  pronounced,  escape  the  sentence  by 
going  into  voluntary  exile ;  and  certain  of  the  allied  cities 
were  specified  by  treaty  as  inviolable  places  of  refuge  * 
Under  the  Empire  these  cities  were  absorbed  into  the 
imperial  dominions,  and  lost  their  protective  character. 
Eew  passages  of  Gibbon  have  been  more  often  and  more 
deservedly  quoted  than  the  splendid  sentences  in  which 
he  described  the  wide-reaching  power  of  the  imperial 
government : — 

"  The  division  of  Europe,"  he  says,  "  into  a  number  of 

•  Gibbon,  'Decline  and  Fall,'  v.   296;   Merivale,  'Hbtory  of 
Ihe  Bomans  under  the  Empire,'  iii.  496. 
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independent  states,  connected  however  with  each  other 
hj  the  general  resemblance  of   religion,  language,  and 
mannexs,  is  productive  of  the  most  beneficial  consequences 
to  the  liberty  of  mankind,     A  modem  tyrant,  who  should 
find  no  resistance  either  in  his  own  breast  or  in  his  people, 
would  soon  experience  a  gentle  restraint  from  the  example 
of  his  equals,  the  dread  of  present  censure,  the  advice  of 
his   allies,  and  the  apprehension  of  his  enemiea     The 
object  of  his  displeasure,  escaping  from  the  narrow  limits 
of  his  dominions,  would  easily  obtain,  in  a  happier  climate, 
a  secure  refuge,  a  new  fortune  adequate  to  his  merit,  the 
freedom  of  complaint,  and  perhaps  the  means  of  revenge. 
But  the  empire  of  the  Bomans  filled  the  world,  and  when 
that  empire  fell  into  the  hands  of  a  single  person,  the 
world  became  a  safe  and  dreary  prison  for  his  enemies. 
The  slave  of  imperial  despotism,  whether  he  was  com- 
pelled to  drag  his  gilded  chain  in  Home  and  the  senate, 
or  to  wear  out  a  life  of  exile  on  the  barren  rock  of 
Seriphus,  or  the  frozen  banks  of  the  Danube,  expected  his 
fate  in  silent  despair.     To  resist  was  fatal,  and  it  was 
impossible  to  fly.     On  every  side  he  was  encompassed 
with  a  vast  extent  of  sea  and  land,  which  he  could  never 
hope  to  traverse  without  being  discovered,  seized,  and 
restored  to  his  irritated  master."* 

So  &r,  however,  as  regarded  claims  of  extradition  made 
by  the  Somans  upon  independent  nations,  they  seem  to 
have  been  confined  to  enemies  of  the  state.  Thus,  at  the 
end  of  the  war  with  Antiochus,  King  of  Syria,  the  Bomans 

•  '  Decline  and  Fall,'  c  3,  ad  fin. 
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stipulated  by  treaty  for  the  delivery  up  of  Hannibal  and 
four  Greeks  who  had  been  instrumental  in  promoting 
the  war.  Hannibal,  however,  then  escaped.*  He  was 
afterwards  demanded  of  the  King  of  Bithynia,  and  the 
demand  conceded;  but  he  escaped  the  surrender  by 
deatLt 

The  Eoman  law,  however,  required  the  surrender  of 
citizens  who  offered  violence  to  foreign  ambassadors  on 
Eoman  territory.  Under  this  law  two  Eomans  were  sur- 
rendered to  the  Apolloniatse  in  266  B.C.,  and  two  others 
to  the  Carthaginians  in  188  B.c.t 

In  the  early  cases  found  in  modem  history,  it  was 
always  for  political  offences  that  the  surrender  was 
claimed ;  indeed,  at  a  time  when  the  transactions  of  life 
were  comparatively  simple,  crime  was  so  easily  de- 
tected, and  the  criminal  had  so  few  means  of  escape, 
that  there  was  no  necessity  for  those  provisions  which 
the  complicated  civilisation  of  the  world  now  renders 
necessary. 

A  few  treaties  have  been  quoted  by  writers  upon  extra- 
dition, either  as  recognitions  of  the  duty,  or  in  disproval 
of  the  right.  By  a  treaty  concluded  as  early  as  1174, 
between  Henry  II.  of  England  and  William  of  Scotland, 
it  was  agreed,  that  if  any  persons  guilty  of  felony  in 
England  should  fly  into  Scotland,  they  should  be  imme- 
diately seized,  and  either  be  tried  in  the  King  of  Scot- 

•  Polyb.,  xxi.  14,  xxii  26.  t  I^ivji  xxxix.  61. 

X  Dig.  50,  5, 17.     Rein.  '  Criminalrecht  der  Bomer,'  p.  175-6. 
Quoted  by  Sir  Q.  C.  Lewis, '  Ou  Foreign  Jurisdiction,'  p.  51. 
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land's  courts,  or  delivered  up  to  the  justices  of  England, 
and  vice  versd* 

By  the  treaty  of  Paris,  concluded  in  May  1303  between 
England  and  France,  it  was  agreed  that  neither  sovereign 
should  grant  protection  to  the  enemies  of  the  other.f 
And  by  a  treaty  made  by  Charles  V,  of  France  with  the 
Duke  of  Savoy  in  1378,  it  was  provided  that  all  male- 
factors who  had  fled  from  Savoy  to  Dauphiny,  or  from 
Dauphiny  to  Savoy,  should  be  delivered  up,  even  if  they 
were  subjects  of  the  state  surrendering  thenuj 

The  Intercursus  Magnus,  concluded  between  Henry  V II. 
and  the  Flemings  in  1497,  provided  against  the  harbour- 
ing by  one  power  of  the  rebels  of  another.  Its  provisions 
and  effect  will  best  be  described  in  Bacon's  words : — 

"  This  is  that  treaty  which  the  Flemings  call  to  this 

*  Ward,  '  Hist,  of  the  Laws  of  Nations,'  ii.  319 ;  Bymer,  L  39 ; 
M.  Par.,  131,  37. 

t  FoBlix  says  he  can  find  no  trace  of  this  treaty,  iL  327  n.  See 
Hallain, '  Middle  Ages,'  L  44.  The  article  is  thus  printed  in  Bym., 
torn.  ii.  927,  31  Ed  v.  I.,  ▲.n.  1303 : — "  Item,  accorde  est  que  run 
ne  receptera,  ne  soostendra,  ne  confortera,  ne  sera  confort,  ne 
ayde  ans  enemis  de  Tantre;  ne  ne  sooffera  qe  il  aient  confort, 
seconrs,  ne  ayde  (soit  de  gents  d'armes,  on  de  vitailles  on  d'antres 
choees,  qneles  qe  eles  soient)  de  ses  terres,  ne  de  san  poair ;  mais 
defendra  sur  peine  de  forfaitare  de  corps  et  d'avoir,  et  empeschera 
a  tont  snn  poair,  loialment  et  en  bone  f oi,  qe  les  ditz  enemis  ne 
soient  receptez,  ne  confortez  es  terres  de  sa  seigaenrie,  ne  de  san 
poair.  Ne  que  il  en  aient  confort,  seconrs,  ne  ayde  (soit  de  gents 
d'armes,  de  chevanz,  d'armenr)  anzois  les  fera  vender  dedens 
qnarante  jours  apres  ce  qe  il  en  ferra  requis. 

X  Blonde!,  'Monographic  Alphab^tique  de  I'ExtraditioD,'  91 
Isanbert, '  Collection  des  Lois,'  vol.  y.  p.  479. 
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day  Intercursus  Magnus ;  both  because  it  is  more  com- 
plete than  the  precedent  treaties  of  the  third  and  fourth 
year  of  the  king,  and  chiefly  to  give  it  a  difiference  from 
the  treaty  which  followed  in  the  one-and-twentieth  year  of 
the  king,  which  they  caU  Intercursus  Malus. 

"In  this  treaty  there  was  an  express  article  against 
the  reception  of  the  rebels  of  either  prince  by  other ;  pur- 
porting that  if  any  such  rebel  should  be  required  by  the 
prince  whose  rebel  he  was  of  the  prince  confederate,  that 
forthwith  the  prince  confederate  should,  by  proclamation,, 
command  him  to  avoid  his  country ;  which  if  he  did  not 
within  fifteen  days,  the  rebel  was  to  stand  proscribed,, 
and  put  out  of.  protection.  But  nevertheless,  in  thi& 
article  Perkin  [Warbeck]  was  not  named,  neither  perhaps- 
contained,  because  he  was  no  rebel.  But  by  this  means 
his  wings  were  clipt  of  his  followers  that  were  English."* 

On  the  23rd  February  1661  a  treaty  was  made  between 
Charles  II.  and  Denmark,  by  which  the  latter  agreed  to- 
deliver  up,  on  requisition,  all  persons  who  had  been  con* 
cemed  in  the  murder  of  Charles  I.  The  States-General 
of  Holland  delivered  up  some  of  the  regicides  without  any 
treaty  stipulations ;  but  in  1662  (14th  September)  a  treaty 
was  made  by  which  they  agreed  to  give  up  any  persons^ 
excepted  from  the  English  Act  of  Indemnity,  and  all 
other  persons  demanded  by  the  English  Government. 

Under  this  treaty  a  demand  was  made  by  James  IL,  in 
1687,  for  the  extradition  of  Burnet,  who  was  then  acting 

•  '  History  of  Henry  TIL'  6  Bacon's  Works.  Ed.  Spedding, 
Ellis  &  Heath,  173. 
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as  priYate  secretary  to  the  Prince  of  Orange,  and  who,' 

for  various  violent  writings  against  the  king,  had  recently 

been  cited  before  a  Scottish  court,  and,  not  appearing, 

had  been  outlawed.     The  circumstances  of  the  case,  as 

-related  by  Burnet  himself,  and  with  due  allowance  made 

for  that  &ct,  are  very  interesting,  and  the  decision  of  the 

States-General  may  be  compared  with  advantage  with 

eome  of  the  recent  judgments  upon  this  subject.     The 

Engilish  ambassador  (Albeville)  having  demanded  Burnet's 

lianishment  from  the  United  Provinces,  the  deputies  of 

the  States  of  Holland  called  upon  him  to  make  answer. 

He  claimed  the  protection  of  the  States  as  a  naturalised 

subject*     If  he  was  charged  with  any  offence  against  the 

laws  of  the  provinces  he  would  submit  to  trial.     He  could 

not  be  considered  a  fugitive  or  rebel ;  he  had  left  England 

three  years  before,  with  the  king's  leave,  and  had  not  been 

in  Scotland  for  fourteen  years.     As  to  the  sentence  which 

had  been  passed  against  him,  he  could  say  nothing  to  that 

until  he  saw  a  copy. 

The  States  hereupon  ordered  their  ambassador  to  re- 
present to  James  that  naturalisation  was  a  sacred  thing, 
and  that  if  he  had  anything  to  lay  to  Burnet's  charge, 
justice  should  be  done  in  their  courts.  Albeville  then 
presented  another  memorial,  in  which  the  article  of  the 
treaty  was  set  forth  :— 

**  It  was  insisted  on  that,  since  the  States  were  bound 
not  to  give  sanctuary  to  fugitives  and  rebels,  they  ought 

*  He  had  obtained  naturalisation  jiut  before,  on  reoeiving  news 
of  the  commencement  of  procecdingB  in  Scotland. 
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not  to  examine  the  grounds  upon  which  such  judgments 
were  given,  but  were  bound  to  execute  the  treaty.  Upon 
this  it  was  observed  that  the  words  in  treaties  ought  to 
be  explained  according  to  their  common  acceptation,  or 
the  sense  given  them  in  the  civil  law,  and  not  according 
to  any  particular  forms  of  courts,  where  for  non-appear- 
ance a  writ  of  outlawry  or  rebellion  might  lie ;  the  sense 
of  the  word  '  rebel,'  in  common  use,  was  a  man  that  had 
borne  arms,  or  had  plotted  against  his  prince;  and  a 
*  fugitive '  was  a  man  that  fled  from  justice."  * 

It  is  obvious  that  these  treaties  prove  little  one  way  or 
the  other.  They  mostly  relate  to  political  offenders,  who 
were  given  up,  not  as  criminals  but  as  enemies  of  the 
sovereign,  and  it  would  be  attaching  far  too  much  im- 
portance to  the  treaties  of  1174  and  1378,  to  take  them 
as  a  proof  of  a  necessity  for  treaty  stipulations  to  justify 
the  demand  of  the  surrender  of  a  criminal. 

Most  of  the  cases  of  extradition,  demanded  in  the 
absence  of  treaties,  are  equally  inconclusive. 

The  delivery  up  of  the  Count  de  St.  Pol  to  Louis  XI., 
by  Charles  Duke  of  Burgundy,  in  violation  of  his  own 
letters  of  safe  conduct;  the  surrender  of  the  Earl  of 
Suffolk,  by  the  King  of  Spain,  to  Henry  VII.,  upon  the 
ill-kept  promise  that  his  life  should  be  spared ;  and  the 
promise  of  Elizabeth  either  to  deliver  up  Bothwell  to 
the  Scots,  or  to  send  him  out  of  the  kingdom,  prove  as 
little  on  one  side  as  the  refusal  of  the  King  of  Scotland  ta 
give  up  Perkin  Warbeck ;  of  the  King  of  France,  in  1584, 
•  Burnet,  *  History  of  his  own  Time '  (Ed.  1833),  i.  730. 
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to  give  up  to  Elizabeth,  Morgan  and  other  Englishmen 
who  were  said  to  be  plotting  in  France  against  England ; 
and  that  of  France  to  deliver  up  Cardinal  Pole  to 
Henry  YIIL,  do  upon  the  other. 

In  1588  Famihurst  was  demanded  by  Elizabeth  from 
the  King  of  Scotland,  he  beii^  charged  with  having  been 
instrumental  in  the  mnrder  of  Sir  John  Bussell,  the  eldest 
son  of  the  Earl  oi  Bedford.  The  king  refused  to  deliver 
him  np  esoept  upon  conviction  by  a  fair  trial,  but  he 
caused  lum  to  enter  into  ward  in  the  town  of  Aberdeen."* 

After  the  Sestoration  the  States  of  Holland  gave  up 
some  of  the  regicides  before  any  treaty  for  that  purpose 
had  been  made ;  but  others  took  refuge  in  Switzerland, 
which  declined  to  surrender  them. 

The  most  notable  instance  of  the  surrender  of  a  political 
offender  in  recent  times  is  that  of  Napper  Tandy,  who, 
being  attainted  of  treason,  was  given  up  by  the  Senate 
of  Hamburg,  on  the  demand  of  the  English  Government 
in  1792.     He  was  tried  in  Dublin  and  acquitted.! 

As  to  the  common  law  of  England  upon  the  duty  of 
according  extradition,  five  cases  have  been  cited : — ^Bex 
V.  Hutchinson  (3  Keble,  785),  Bex  v.  Lundy  (2  Yentris, 
314),  Bex  V.  Kimberley  (2  Stra.  848),  East  India  Co. 
V.  Campbell  (1  Yes.  senr.  246)  and  Mure  v.  Kayc  (4 
Taunt.  34). 

Of  these  cases  the  first  three  do  not  touch  the  subject 
of  extradition  at  alL     In  Hutchinson's  case  the  prisoner 

•  Sir  W.  Soott'8  '  Histoiy  of  SootUuid,'  iL  33. 
t  27  HbweU'8  <  State  Trials/ 1191. 
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was  accused  of  morder  committed  in  Portagal,  and  he 
was  remanded  upon  the  contention  of  the  attorney-general 
that  the  offence,  biaing  without  the  dominions  of  the 
Crown,  was  triable  hj  constable  and  marshal,  and  not  by 
coromission. 

In  the  cases  of  Lundy  and  Eimberley,  the  only  point 
decided  was  that  Ireland  came  within  the  proviso  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act,  that  persons  accused  of  crime  in  any 
part  of  the  King's  dominions  might  be  sent  thither  for 
trial. 

In  neither  of  the  other  cases  was  a  dedsion  as  to  the 
legality  of  extradition  necessary,  but  in  each  a  very  clear 
opinion  was  expressed.  The  case  of  the  East  India  Co. 
V.  Campbell  was  tried  in  1749,  on  the  equity  side  of  the 
Court  of  Exchequer,  Lord  Chancellor  Hardwicke  and  Chief 
Baron  Parker  taking  part  in  the  decision.  It  was  there 
laid  down  in  the  judgment  of  the  whole  court,  that  "  the 
Government  may  send  a  prisoner  to  answer  for  a  crime 
wherever  committed,  that  he  may  not  involve  his  country, 
and  to  prevent  reprisals."  Mr.  Justice  Heath,  whose 
opinion  on  this  point  was  given  in  Mure  v,  Kaje  (1811), 
was  a  judge  of  very  high  reputation,  and  his  dictum 
was  not  dissented  from  by  the  other  members  of  the 
court. 

He  said :  ''  As  to  the  first  point,  it  has  generally  been 
understood  that  wheresoever  a  crime  has  been  committed 
the  criminal  is  punishable  according  to  the  ^  2aa  of  the 
country  against  the  law  of  which  the  crime  was  committed, 
and  by  the  comity  of  nations  the  country  in  which  the 
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criminal  has  been  found  has  aided  the  police  of  the 
conntiy  against  which  the  crime  was  committed  in 
bringing  the  criminal  to  punishment.  In  Lord  Lough* 
borough's  time  the  crew  of  a  Dutch  ship  mastered  the 
vessel,  and  ran  away  with  her,  and  brought  her  into 
Deal,  and  it  was  a  question  whether  we  could  seize 
them  and  send  them  to  Holland,  and  it  was  held  we 
might,  and  the  same  has  always  been  the  law  of  all 
civilised  countries." 

In  an  opinion  given  to  the  Government  in  1792,  by 
Serjeant  Hill,  upon  the  question  of  the  king's  prerogative 
to  expel  aliens  from  the  kingdom,  the  same  doctrine  is 
very  clearly  laid  down: — **Ab  to  subjects  of  states  in 
amity,  I  think  the  king  hath  no  power  over  any,  if  they 
do  not  ofifend  his  laws,  but  such  as  are  charged  by  the 
states  whose  subjects  they  are  with  high-treason,  murder, 
or  defrauding  their  state,  or  other  atrocious  crimes.  And 
as  to  them,  if  the  sovereign  of  such  state  applies  to  have 
them  delivered  up,  I  think  his  majesty  is,  by  the  con- 
stitution, invested  with  the  power  of  granting  or  refusing 
the  application,  and  if  granted,  may  issue  a  proclamation 
either  to  quit  his  dominions,  or  else  may  order  them  to 
be  apprehended,  and  sent  in  safe  custody  and  delivered 
to  such  persons  as  the  sovereign  of  the  statd  to  which 
they  belong  shall  appoint;  and  if  any  of  them  should 
procure  a  writ  of  Habeas  Corpus,  the  special  matter  might 
be  returned,  and  they  would  not  be  entitled  to  be  dis- 
charged, for  this  is  warranted  by  the  practice  of  nations, 
and  is  therefore  not  part  of  the  legislative,  but  of  the 
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executive,  power,  which  is  vested  solely  in  the  king, 
who,  as  observed  by  a  late  learned  judge  (1  Bl.  Gomm. 
253),  with  regard  to  foreign  concerns,  is  representative  of 
his  people,  and  what  is  done  by  the  royal  authority  with 
regard  to  foreign  powers  (he  adds)  is  the  act  of  the  whole 
nation;  and  the  prerogative  in  this  respect  has  always 
been  taken  to  be  so  clear  that  no  foreigner  ever  con- 
tested it  in  the  English  courts  of  justice,  and  the  Habeas 
Corpus  appears  to  have  been  designedly  so  penned  as  not 
to  interfere  with  it ;  for  the  prohibition  in  that  act  (sec.  9 
and  12)  against  removing  persons  from  one  prison  to 
another,  or  sending  them  abroad,  is  confined  to  subjects  of 
this  realm,  whereas  all  the  other  provisions  of  the  act 
extend  to  all  persons  and  all  prisoners,  without  once 
mentioning  the  subjects  of  the  realm,  and  therefore 
all  the  others  are  intended  to  extend  to  aliens,  and  this 
not  so."* 

Upon  the  authority  of  E.  I.  Co.  v.  Campbell,  and 
Mure  V.  Blaye,  it  is  laid  down,  in  '  Chitty  on  the  Criminal 
Law'  (1826),  that  ''an  English  magistrate  may  also 
cause  to  be  arrested,  and  committed  for  trial,  an  ofifender 
against  the  Irish  law,  or  accused  of  having  perpetrated 
a  crime  in  a  foreign  country  "  (p.  14) ;  and  "  if  a  prisoner, 
having  committed  a  felony  in  a  foreign  country,  come 
into  England,  he  may  be  arrested  here  and  conveyed  and 
given  up  to  the  magistrates  of  the  country  against  the 
laws  of  which  the  offence  was  committed"  (p.  16). 

These  opinions  may  have  been  coirect,  but  they  have 
•  <  Edinburgh  Beview,'  xliii.  141. 
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ceased  to  be  law  now.  If  any  magistrate  were  now  to 
arrest  a  person  on  this  ground,  the  validity  of  the  com- 
mitment would  certainly  be  tested,  and,  in  the  absence 
of  special  l^islative  provisions,  the  prisoner  as  certainly 
discharged  upon  application  to  one  of  the  superior 
courts. 
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CHAPTER  IIL 

BISTORT   OF  THE   LAW  IN   THE   UNITED   STATES, 

For  various  reasons,  the  record  of  the  Acts  passed  and 
the  cases  decided  in  the  United  States  is  entitled  to  the 
first  place  in  a  history  of  the  modem  law  and  practice 
of  extradition.  At  the  formation  of  the  Union,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  rendition  of  criminals  who  fled  from  one  state 
to  another  to  escape  the  vengeance  of  the  laws  they  had 
transgressed,  was  one  of  the  difficulties  with  which  the 
founders  of  the  great  republic  had  to  deal  The  prox- 
mity_Qf_Canada,  and  the  length  of  boundary  line  which 
made  the  flight  of  the  criminal  so  difficult  to  intercept, 
soon  raised  the  question  from  one  of  local  administration 
to  one  of  national  policy.  Men  were  found  quite  equal 
to  deal  with  either.  The  American  judicial  bench  has 
been  adorned  by  men  who  added  the  lawyer's  knowledge 
to  the  statesman's  thought,  and  who,  bringing  both  to  bear 
on  the  questions  of  public  law,  have  left  us  works  of  en- 
^  during  value.  In  the  matter  of  extradition,  the  American 
law  was,  until  1870,  better  than  that  of  any  country  in  the 
,  world ;  and  the  decisions  of  the  American  judges  are  the 
•  best  existing  expositions  of  the  duty  of  extradition^  in 
\    its  relations  at  once  to  the  judicial  rights  of  nations  and 
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the  general  interests  of  the  eivilisation  of  the  world.  A 
few  words  will  suffice  with  regard  to  the  domestic  aspect 
of  the  question  in  the  Union.  Before  the  revolution, 
a  criminal  who  committed  a  crime  in  one  of  the  colonies 
and  fled  •  to  another  was  arrested,  wherever  found,  and 
sent  for  trial  to  the  place  where  the  offence  was  com- 
mitted.* And  the  second  section  of  the  fourth  article 
of  the  Constitution  of  the  Union,  substantially  repealing 
a  clause  in  the  fourth  article  of  Confederation,  declared, 
that  "  a  person  charged  in  any  state  with  treason,  felony, 
or  other  crime,  who  shall  flee  from  justice  and  be  found 
in  another  state,  shall,  on  demand  of  the  executive 
authority  of  the  state  from  which  he  fled,  be  delivered 
up,  to  be  removed  to  the  state  having  jurisdiction  of  the 
crime."  In  1791  a  demand  tmder  this  article  was  made 
by  the  governor  of  Pennsylvania  upon  the  governor  of 
Virginia  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  from  justice. 
Doubts  were  raised  as  to  the  person  to  whom  the  demand 
should  be  addressed  and  the  mode  in  which  it  should 
be  made,  and  the  Executive  of  Virginia  refused  the  sur- 
render, because,  as,  amongst  other  reasons,  was  allied. 
Congress  had  not  passed  any  statute  to  execute  this  pro- 
vision of  the  supreme  law  of  the  land.  The  opinion 
of  the  attorney-general  of  Virginia  assuming  that  posi- 
tion, and  the  reply  of  the  Executive  of  that  state  sanc- 
tioning it,  were  communicated  to  Congress  by  President 
Washington  in  October  1791*;  and  to  remove  the  doubts 

*  Short  V.  Beacon :  judgment  of  Tilghxnan  (G.J.)»  10  Sergeant 
&  Bawle,  at  p.  129. 
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thus  raised,  the  Act  of  Congress  of  12th  February  1793 
was  passed.*  That  Act  made  provision  for  the  rendition 
of  fugitives  from  justice  and  of  fugitive  slaves.  The  first 
section  concerned  criminals  only,  and  declared  that  on 
demand  made,  accompanied  with  a  copy  of  indictment 
found  or  affidavit  made  before  a  magistrate,  charging  the 
person  with  having  committed  "  treason,  felony,  or  other 
crime,"  t  aiid  certified  by  the  governor  or  chief  magis- 
trate of  the  demanding  state  to  be  authentic,  it  should 
be  the  duty  of  the  executive  magistrate  of  the  state  to 
which  the  person  had  fled  to  cause  him  to  be  arrested 
and  secured,  "  and  notice  thereof  given,  and  the  person 
then  to  be  delivered  to  the  agent  of  the  executive  making 
the  demand,  if  such  agent  should  appear  within  six 
months.  If  no  such  agent  appeared,  the  prisoner  should 
be  discharged."  (1  Stat,  at  I^arge  302, 2  Congress,  Sess.  2, 
ch.  7.)  This  still  remains  the  law  of  the  United  States. 
The  duty  of  the  governor  of  the  state  from  which  the 
fugitive  is  claimed  is  purely  ministeriaL  No  discretion 
with  respect  to  the  nature  or  chatacter  of  the  crime 
charged  is  vested  in  him.  But  if  he  refuses  to  perform 
the  duty  cast  upon  him,  there  is  no  power  conferred  upon 
the  judicial  or  any  other  department  of  the  general 
government  to  compel  him  to  do  so.  The  Supreme  Court 
cannot  issue  a  mandamus  for  this  purpose.^ 

*  Edmonds,  J.,  in  Metzger's  case,  1  Barboar  (S.  0.  of  "N.  Y.),  257. 

t  These  words  include  every  offence  forbidden  and  made  punish- 
able by  the  laws  of  the  state  in  which  the  offence  is  committed. 
Sup.  Court,  1860.    Kentucky  v.  Dennison,  24  Howard,  66. 

X  Sup.  Court,  1860.    Kentucky  v.  Dennison,  24  Howard,  66. 
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To  authorise  the  arrest  and  removal  of  a  fugitive  from 
justice  to  the  .state  having  jurisdiction  of  the  crime,  it 
must  distinctly  appear  from  the  affidavits  before  the  magis- 
trate upon  which  the  requisition  is  based  that  the  offence 
was  committed  in  the  state  from  which  the  requisition 
proceeds.*  The  cases  decided  upon  this  statute  have  for 
the  most  part  referred  to  rules  of  practice  and  evidence. 
Eeferences  are  given  below  t  to  a  few  of  the  most  im- 
portant, but  none  sufficiently  affect  the  general  question 
of  extradition  to  need  discussion  here. 

The  first  case  in  America  which  the  question  of  the 
duty  of  the  extradition  of  criminals,  independently  of  any 
treaty  obligations,  was  discussed,  was  that  of  the  Chevalier 
de  Longchamps  in  1784.|  The  circumstances  of  the  case 
and  of  the  demand  of  extradition  were  peculiar.  The 
Chevalier  de  Longchamps  was  indicted  before  the  Court 
of  Oyer  and  Terminer  at  Philadelphia  for  threatening 
bodily  harm  to  M.  Marbois,  the  Consul-General  of  France 
in  the  United  States,  and  Secretary  to  the  French  Lega- 
tion,  and  also  for  an  assault  upon  him.  It  appeared  that 
M.  de  Longchamps  went  to  M.  Marbois,  at  his  official 
residence,  and,  using  violent  language,  threatened  to  dis- 
honour him  ("  Je  vous  d(5shonorerai,  Poliqon,  Coquin  ") ; 
and  two  days  later,  as  they  were  talking  together  in  a 

*  Seventh  Gircnit  (lUinois),  1842.  Ex  paHe  Smitb,  3  M'Lean, 
121. 

t  In  re  Leland,  7  Abbott  (N.  Y.),  Practice,  N.  S.,  64;  U.  S. 
Digest,  N.  S.,  i.  322.  In  re  Batter,  7  Abbott  (K  Y.),  Practice, 
N.  a,  67;  TJ.  S.  Digest,  N.  S.,  i.  322.  Ex  parte  Pfitzer,  28 
Indiana,  450.  t  Bespnblica  v.  Longchamps,  1  Dallas,  120. 
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public  place,  he  struck  with  his  stick  the  cane  which  M. 
Marbois  held  in  his  hancL  The  jury  at  first  found  the 
prisoner  guilty  of  the  assault  only,  but  being  desired  by 
the  court  to  reconsider  the  matter,  they  returned  a  verdict 
against  him  on  both  counts.  The  president  (Washington) 
and  the  supreme  executive  council  thereupon  informed  the 
judges  that  the  minister  of  France  demanded  that  M.  de 
Longchamps,  having  appeared  in  the  uniform  of  a  French 
officer,  and  called  himself  an  officer  in  the  service  of  his 
majesty,  should  be  delivered  up  to  him  for  these  outrages, 
to  be  sent  to  France.  Two  questions  were  submitted  to 
the  judges  : — 1.  Could  he  be  lawfully  delivered  up  ?  2. 
If  not,  whether  he  ought  not  to  be  kept  in  prison  until 
His  Most  Christian  Majesty  should  declare  the  reparation 
satisfactory  ? 

Sentence  was  postponed,  and  these  questions  were  fully 
argued  on  the  10th  and  12th  July  1784.  On  the  7th 
October  judgment  was  given  that — 1.  He  could  not  law- 
fully be  delivered  up.  The  court,  however,  added,  "  We 
think  cases  may  occur  where  the  council  could,  ^pro  h(mo 
jptMico,  and  to  prevent  atrocious  offenders  evading  pun- 
ishment, deliver  them  up  to  the  justice  of  the  coimtry 
to  which  they  belong,  or  where  the  offences  were  com- 
mitted." 2.  The  demand  that  he  should  be  kept  in  prison 
imtil  the  King  of  France  should  declare  the  reparation 
satisfactory  could  not  be  complied  with,  as,  by  the  law 
of  America,  the  punishment  must  be  certain  and  definite. 
A  very  heavy  sentence  was,  however,  passed.  M.  de  Long- 
champs  was  fined  one  hundred  French  crowns,  and  sen- 
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tenced  to  imprisonment  until  the  4th  July  1786,  making  a 
little  over  two  years.  He  had  further  to  find  security  to 
keep  the  peace  for  seven  years,  to  pay  the  costs  of  the 
prosecution,  and  to  remain  committed  until  the  sentence 
was  complied  with.  It  must  be  remembered,  in  explana- 
tion of  the  president's  action  in  this  matter,  and  perhaps 
of  the  severity  of  the  sentence,  that  at  this  time  there 
was  special  political  reason  in  America  for  the  desire  to 
keep  on  good  terms  with  France.  The  decision,  how- 
ever, upon  the  question  of  extradition  was  clearly  right. 
No  treaty  required  the  rendition  of  the  offender;  his 
offence  could  only  technically  be  called  an  offence  against 
the  King  of  France;  the  assault  was  committed  on 
American  soil,  and  the  whole  matter  was  clearly  within 
the  cognizance  of  American  tribunals. 

In  this  same  year  (1784)  the  legislature  of  Virginia 
passed  an  Act,  which  seems  to  show  that  the  question  of 
the  power  of  an  individual  State  of  the  Union  to  grant 
or  demand  extradition  had  already  arisen.  It  provided 
for  the  surrender  of  any  of  her  citizens  who  should  go 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  United  States,  and  commit 
crimes  within  the  jurisdiction  of  a  foreign  nation.  But 
it  was  by  this  Act  left  to  Congress  to  decide  for  what 
crimes  extradition  ought  to  be  granted.* 

In  1791  the  Governor  of  South  Carolina  requested  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  demand  of  the  Governor 
of  Florida  certain  persons  who  had  fled  thither  after 
having  committed  crimes  in  South  Carolina.     Mr.  Jeffer- 

*  11  Hen.  Stat.  c.  24.  p.  471  ;  Robinson's  Practice,  i.  7. 
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son,  then  Secretary  of  State,  in  his  report  to  President 
Washington,  said :  "  England  has  no  convention  with  any 
nation  for  the  surrender  of  fugitives  from  justice,  and 
their  laws  have  given  no  power  to  the  executive  to  sur- 
render fugitives  of  any  description.  They  are  accordingly 
constantly  refused,  and  hence  England  has  been  the 
asylum  of  the  Paolis,  the  La  Mottes,  the  Calonnis;  in 
short,  of  the  most  atrocious  offenders,  as  well  as  of  the 
most  innocent  victims  who  have  been  able  to  get  there. 
The  laws  of  the  United  States,  like  those  of  England, 
receive  every  fugitive,  and  no  authority  has  been  given 
to  our  executives  to  deliver  them  up.  If,  then,  the  United 
States  could  not  deliver  up  to  General  Quesnada  (Governor 
of  Florida)  fugitives  from  the  laws  of  his  country,  we 
cannot  claim  as  a  right  the  delivery  of  fugitives  from  us. 
And  it  is  worthy  of  consideration  whether  the  demand 
proposed  to  be  made  in  Governor  Pinckney's  letter,  should 
it  be  complied  with  by  the  other  party,  might  not  commit 
us  disagreeably,  and  perhaps  dishonourably."  ♦ 

Another  instance  in  which  the  question  of  the  duty 
of  extradition,  independently  of  treaty  obligations,  was 
discussed  occurred  in  1793.  In  that  year  citizen  Genet, 
minister  of  the  French  Republic,  requested  of  Mr.  JefiTer- 
son,  Secretary  of  State,  (1)  a  warrant  for  the  arrest  of 
certain  men  named  Galbaud,t  Tanguy,  Conscience,  and 
Bonne,  who  had  escaped  from   the  French  war  vessel 

*  Quoted  bj  Mr.  Van  Ness,  in  Holmes  v.  Jennison,  14  Peters, 
at  548. 
t  1  American  State  Papers,  174  to  177. 
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Jupiter^  after  (as  alleged)  plotting  against  the  Eepublic, 
and  (2)  that  necessary  measures  should  be  taken  to  pre- 
vent the  carrying  into  execution  of  the  said  plots.  To 
these  requests  Mr.  Jefferson  answered :  "  These  two  re- 
quisitions stand  on  diifdrent  ground.  The  laws  of  this 
country  take  no  notice  of  crimes  committed  out  of  their 
jurisdiction.  The  most  atrocious  offender,  coming  within 
their  pale,  is  received  by  them  as  an  innocent  man,  and 
they  have  authorised  no  one  to  seize  or  deliver  him.  The 
evil  of  protecting  malefactors  of  every  dye  is  sensibly 
felt  hero,  as  in  other  countries,  but,  until  a  reformation  of 
the  criminal  codes  of  most  nations,  to  deliver  fugitives 
from  them,  would  be  to  become  their  accomplices :  the 
former  therefore  is  viewed  as  the  lesser  evil."  The 
letter  concludes  thus :  —  "I  have  not  yet  laid  this 
matter  before  the  President,  who  is  absent  from  the 
seat  of  government;  but  to  save  delay  which  might 
be  injurious,  I  have  taken  the  liberty,  as  the  case 
is  plain,  to  give  you  this  provisory  answer.  I  shall 
immediately  communicate  it  to  the  President,  and  if  he 
shall  direct  anything  in  addition,  or  alteration,  it  shall 
be  the  subject  of  another  letter.  In  the  mean  time  I  may 
venture  to  let  this  be  considered  as  a  ground  for  your 
proceeding."  * 

*  In  his  jadgment  in  Short  r.  Deacon  (10  Sergeant  &  Bawle,  at 
133),Tilghman  (G.J.)  in  reference  to  Mr.  Jefferson's  letter,  above 
referred  to,  said: — "When  this  answer  was  given.  General 
Washington  was  President  of  the  United  States  and  General 
Hamilton  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  It  may  be  presumed  that 
no  change  has  taken  place  in  the  sentiments  of  the  executive  with 

II  2 
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These  expressions  of  Mr.  JefiFerson  implied  a  desire  for 
the  alteitition  of  the  law  upon  tliis  matter  *  and  may  have 
helped  to  bring  about  the  insertion  of  an  article  on  the 
subject  of  extradition  in  the  treaty,  often  spoken  of  as 
Jay's  Treaty,  which  was  concluded  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain  in  179 1.  This  article,  the  27th, 
was  as  follows  : — "  It  is  further  agreed,  that  her  Majesty 
and  the  United  States,  on  mutual  reqidsitions  by  them 
respectively,  or  by  their  respective  ministers  or  ofl&cers 
authorised  to  make  the  same,  will  deliver  up  to  justice 
all  persons  who,  being  charged  with  miurder  or  forgery, 
committed  within  the  jurisdiction  of  either,  shall  seek  an 
asylum  within  any  of  the  countries  of  the  other,  provided 

respect  to  the  delivering  up  of  fagitives  from  Europe,  becaase  in 
the  instructions  from  Mr.  Monroe,  Secretary  of  State,  to  our 
plenipotentiaries  charged  with  negotiating  a  peace  with  Great 
Britain  (which  terminated  in  the  Treaty  of  Ghent)  is  the  following 
passage: — 'Offenders,  even  conspirators,  cannot  be  pursued  by 
one  power  into  the  territory  of  another,  nor  are  they  delivered  up 
by  the  latter  except  in  compliance  with  treaties  or  by  favour/ 
Mr.  Madison  was  President  at  the  date  of  these  instructions  ;  so 
that  we  have  the  opinion  of  every  President  since  the  formation  of 
the  government,  except  Mr.  Adams,  and  it  is  not  known,  or 
beheyed,  that  he  even  dissented." 

*  A  few  years  later,  in  1797,  the  Attorney-General  of  the  United 
States  gave  his  official  opinion  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  United 
States  to  deliver  up,  on  due  demand,  heinous  offenders^  being 
fugitives  from  the  dominions  of  Spain;  and  that  as  the  erist- 
ing  laws  of  the  Union  had  not  made  any  specific  provision  for 
the  case  the  defect  ought  to  be  supplied. — 1  Opinions  of  the  Att.- 
Gen.,  46. 

In  1821  a  different  opinion  was  given  on  similar  authority. — 
1  Opinions,  <&c.,  384-392. 
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that  this  shall  only  be  done  on  such  evidence  of  criminality 
-as,  according  to  the  place  where  the  fugitive  or  person  so 
charged  shall  be  found,  would  justify  his  apprehension 
and  commitment  for  trial,  if  the  ofience  had  there  been 
<3ommitted.  The  expense  of  such  apprehension  and 
delivery  shall  be  borne  and  defrayed  by  those  who  make 
the  requisition  and  receive  the  fugitive."  *  By  the  suc- 
-eeeding  article  it  was  provided  that  this  clause  of  the 
treaty  should  only  exist  for  twelve  years.  At  the  expi- 
i*ation  of  that  time  the  relations  between  the  two  countries 
were  so  unfriendly  that  no  attempt  was  made  to  renew 
the  treaty.  And  the  circumstances  of  the  only  case  of 
imx)ortance  in  which  the  requisition  had  been  made  had 
aroused  feelings  in  America  strongly  opposed  to  any  such 
renewal.  This  was  the  case  of  Jonathan  (or  Nathan) 
KobbinSjt  who  was  demanded  by  the  British  Government 
in  1799,  on  a  charge  of  murder.  Eobbins  had  been,  some 
years  before,  one  of  the  crew  of  H.M.S.  Hcrmione,  which 
was  taken  possession  of  by  mutineers,  who,  after  killing 
some  of  the  oflBcers,  carried  the  vessel  into  a  Spanish  port. 
^)n  this  charge  llobbins  was  imprisoned  at  Charleston, 
under  a  wan-ant  of  the  district  judge  of  South  Carolina. 
He  had  been  imprisoned  six  months  when  he  was  brought 
before  the  court  on  habeas  corpus.  The  Secretary  of  State 
addressed  a  letter  to  the  judge,  mentioning  that  applica- 
tion had  been  made  by  the  British  minister  to  the  pre- 

*  Pablic  Statutes  at  Large  of  the  United  States.    Ed.  Bichard 
Peten,  viii.  129. 
t  Wharton*8  State  Trials,  392-456 ;  Bee,  Adm.  Bep.,  267. 
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sident  for  the  delivery  of  Eobbins  according  to  the  treaty, 
and  adding,  ''  the  president  advises  and  requests  jou  to 
deliver  him  up."  The  case  having  been  fully  heard,  the 
judge  ordered  the  marshal  to  deliver  Bobbins  to  tlie 
British  consul ;  and  he  was  thereupon  delivered  up,  carried 
to  Jamaica,  tried  by  court-martial,  and  hanged  in  chains. 
Popular  feeling  had  been  greatly  excited  by  the  case,  it 
having  been  allied  that  he  was  an  American  citizen,  that 
he  had  been  impressed  on  board  a  British  vessel,  and  that 
the  crime  was  committed  in  endeavouring  to  escape  from 
his  enforced  service ;  and  although  the  evidence  of  guilt 
had  been  overwhelming,  and  the  question  carefully  tried,, 
a  vigorous  attack  was  made  upon  the  president  (Adams) 
for  his  interference  in  the  matter.  He  was  defended 
in  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  by  Mr.  Marshall  (after* 
w*ards  Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States)  in  a  speech  which  made  the  speaker  famous,, 
and  wmcn  is  a  fine  model  of  close  and  thoughtful  reason- 
ing ;  but  the  public  feeling  was  so  strong  that  the  inci- 
dent had  a  considerable  effect  on  the  result  of  the 
contest  for  the  presidency  between  Adams  and  Jefferson 
in  1801. 

From  1806  to  1842  no  treaty  provisions  as  to  extradi- 
tion existed  between  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States, 
but  during  this  period  several  cases  were  brought  before 
the  American  tribunals,  which,  from  the  magnitude  of 
the  questions  involved,  and  the  great  repute  of  some  of 
the  judges  whose  opinions  were  expressed,  are  deserving 
of  careful  note. 
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The  first  was  the  case  of  Daniel  Washburn,*  in  1819. 
Washburn  was  arrested  in  the  United  States,  on  a  charge 
of  iKtft  in  Canada,  and  was  brought  before  Chancellor 
Kent  upon  a  habeas  corpus. 

The  chancellor  held  that,  irrespective  of  all  treaties, 
it  was  the  duty  of  a  state  to  surrender  fugitive  criminals. 
It  was  the  dutj  of  a  magistrate,  irrespective  of  legiBla- 
tive  provisions  upon  the  subject,  to  commit  the  fugi- 
tive upon  due  proof  of  the  commission  of  a  crime,  so 
as  to  afford  time  to  the  government  to  deUver  him  up,  or 
to  the  foreign  government  to  claim  him.  If  this  claim 
were  not  made  within  a  reasonable  time,  the  prisoner 
would  be  entitled  to  his  discharge  on  habeas  corpus ;  the 
judicial  power  would  have  fulfilled  its  duty  by  affording 
the  opportunity.  It  did  not  matter,  he  added,  whether  the 
prisoner  was  a  subject  of  the  pursuing  government  or  of 
that  under  which  he  had  taken  refuge.  He  then  reviewed 
at  considerable  length  the  authorities  and  cases  on  the 
subject ;  and  with  reference  to  the  argument  that  even  if 
the  duty  of  extradition  existed,  it  must  be  held  to  be 
limited  to  the  cases  of  murder  and  forgeiy,  which  had 
been  included  in  the  treaty  of  1794,  he  decided  that  that 
treaty  was  merely  declaratory,  and  that,  even  if  during 
its  existence  the  principle  ''  enumeratio  unius  est  exolusio 
alterius  "  applied,  at  its  expiration  the  general  and  wider 
law  revived. 

This  judgment  carried  the  doctrine  of  the  duty  of  extra- 
dition to  its  fullest  possible  extent,  declaring  not  only 

•  3  Wheeler's  Crim.  Cases,  473;  4  Johnson,  Ch.  Bep.,  106. 
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that  treaties  might  declare  or  limit,  but  did  not  create 
it,  but  that  it  was  of  so  high  and  imperative  a  nature 
that  in  the  absence  of  municipal  laws  for  its  enforce- 
ment it  was  itself  a  law  which  judges  were  by  virtue  of 
the  nature  of  their  office  bound  to  recognise  and  ad- 
minister. No  later  decision  has  gone  quite  to  this 
extent ;  but  it  is  hardly  correct  to  say  that  the  judg- 
ment has  been  overruled  by  a  superior  weight  of  autho- 
rity. The  judgments  usually  quoted  in  support  of  this 
assertion  are  rather  apparently  than  really  opposed  to 
the  ruling  of  the  chancellor,  and  even  where  they  contra- 
dict one  of  his  dicta  they  leave  others  of  equal  or  greater 
importance  untouched.*  The  judgment  generally  cited  as 
being  in  clearest  contradiction  to  the  decision  of  Kent  is 
that  of  Chief  Justice  Tilghman  in  the  case  of  Edward  Short.t 
But  it  will  be  seen  on  an  examination  of  that  judg- 
ment that  it  is  by  no  means  in  direct  opposition  to  that  of 
Kent  on  one  or  two  of  tlie  most  important  points.  But 
before  noticing  that  case  it  will  be  well  (to  keep  the  order 
of  time)  to  mention  the  Act  passed  by  the  State  of  New 
York  on  5th  April  1822,  and  adopted  and  continued  in 
the  New  York  Eevised  Statutes  L  164;  §§  8,  9,  10,  11. 
This  law  authorised  the  governor,  in  his  discretion,  on 
requisition  from  a  foreign  government,  to  surrender  up 

*  The  principles  laid  down  in  Washburn's  case  were  acted  upon 
by  Chief  Justice  Beid,  in  Lower  Canada,  in  1827.  See  Fisher's 
case,  poat,  p.  88. 

t  Commonwealth  at  the  instance  of  Edward  Short  v.  Deacon 
10  Sergeant  &  Bawle,  125. 
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fugitives  charged  with  murder,  forgery,  larceny,  or  other 
crimes,  which  by  the  laws  of  the  state  were  punishable 
with  death  or  imprisonment  in  the  state  prison,  provided 
the  evidence  of  criminality  was  sufficient  by  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  to  detain  the  party  for  trial  on  a 
like  charge.*  The  case  of  Edward  Short  was  tried  before 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Pennsylvania  in  August  1823. 
Short  was  charged  with  having  committed  murder  in 
Ireland,  and  was  arrested  in  Pennsylvania  at  the  suit  of  a 
private  person, without  the  interference  of  either  the  govern- 
ment of  Great  Britain  or  that  of  the  United  States.  The 
question  for  the  consideration  of  the  court  was  twofold  : 
1.  Was  the  evidence  sufficient  ?  2.  Was  the  commitment 
legal  ?  Upon  the  first  branch  of  the  question  the  judg- 
ment was  short  and  unimportant,  but  the  second  brancli 
was  fully  considered.  Chief  Justice  Tilghman,  in  delivering 
judgment,  reviewed  the  old  authorities  on  the  subject, 
not  finding  in  them  so  strong  a  concurrence  of  opinion  in 
favour  of  the  duty  of  extradition  as  had  been  declared  by 
Chancellor  Kent.t  He  urged  the  difficulty  of  establish- 
ing any  common  rule,  arising  from  the  different  estimation 
of  crimes  in  different  nations,  and  concluded  that  upon 
the  whole  the  safest  principle  seemed  to  be  that  no  state 
had  an  absolute  and  perfect  right  to  demand  of  another  the 
delivery  of  a  fugitive  criminal,  although  it  had  what 
is  called  an  imperfect  right,  that  is,  a  right  to  ask  it  as 

*  See  poHy  p.  78. 

t  With  reference  to  Lord  Coke's  opinion,  see  anie^  p.  7. 
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a  matter  of  courtesy,  good-will,  and  mutual  convenience. 
But  a  refusal  to  grant  such  request  would  be  no  just 
cause  of  war.  No  state,  he  said,  had  a  right  to  ask  the 
delivery  of  a  fugitive  for  the  purpose  of  wreaking  its  ven- 
geance upon  him.  "  All  that  can  be  said  is,  that  unless 
he  be  given  up,  others  may  be  encouraged  to  transgress  by 
the  hope  of  escaping  punishment,  and  thus  an  injury  may 
be  sustained.  And,  indeed,  in  the  case  of  neighbouring 
nations  the  argument  is  so  strong  as  to  be  almost  irre- 
sistible, except  in  cases  attended  with  peculiar  circum- 
stances." He  diflfered  from  Kent  as  to  the  treaty  of  1794 
being  merely  declaratory,  and  laid  down  that  "  the  treaty 
gave  each  nation  a  right  which  did  not  before  exist, 
and  which  ceased  at  its  expiration."  The  delivery  up  of 
a  fugitive  was  an  affair  of  the  executive  government,  to 
which  the  demand  of  the  foreign  power  must  be  ad- 
dressed. The  judges  could  not  legally  deliver  up,  nor 
could  they  command  the  executive  to  do  so.  No  magis- 
trate in  Pennsylvania  had  the  right  to  cause  a  person  to 
l>e  arrested  in  order  to  afford  the  President  of  the  United 
States  an  opportunity  to  deliver  him  up,  because  the 
government  had  already  declared  that  it  would  not  do  so. 
If  the  executive  hereafter  should  be  of  opinion  that  it 
had  the  right,  and  was  bound  in  duty  to  give  a  criminal 
up,  that  would  be  a  different  case,  and  one  on  which  the 
court  at  present  would  give  no  opinion. 

Every  nation  had  an  undoubted  right  to  surrender 
fugitives;  but  the  question  then  would  be,  whether  the 
President  could  act  in  such  a  case,  or  must  wait  for  power 
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to  "be  given  him  by  law  ?  Hitherto  he  had  believed  he 
had  not  the  power :  if  he  sliould  change  that  opinion,  the 
question  of  his  right  to  act  would  then  be  for  the  judges 
to  decide.  "  Neither  do  I  give  any  opinion,"  said  the  Chief 
Justice  in  conclusion,  "  whether  the  executive  of  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania  has  the  power  to  cause  a  fugitive  criminal 
to  be  arrested  for  the  purpose  of  delivering  him  up.  But 
confining  myself  to  the  case  before  me,  in  which  the  arrest 
is  made  at  the  request  of  a  private  person,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  there  is  no  law  to  support  it,  and  therefore  the  prisoner 
is  entitled  to  his  discharge."  It  will  be  seen,  on  a  careful 
examination  of  this  decision,  that  the  reasons  for  it  may 
almost  be  termed  technical.  The  two  leading  doctrines 
in  Kent's  judgment  were  that  the  duty  of  extradition 
existed  independently  of  any  treaties ;  and  that,  being  a 
part  of  international  law,  it  was  ijjso  facto  a  rule  of  muni- 
cipal law,  and  one  which  judges  were  bound  to  administer. 
Upon  the  first  point,  Chief  Justice  Tilghman,  while  deny- 
ing that  extradition  was  a  matter  of  perfect  right,  con- 
ceded that  it  was  an  international  duty  which,  between 
neighbouring  nations,  was  of  almost  irresistible  obliga* 
tion  ;  and,  as  to  the  second  point,  he  went  no  further  than 
to  deny  the  right  of  the  judges  to  arrest  a  fugitive  when 
the  executive  had  already  declared  that  it  could  not  order 
his  extradition.  The  allusion  to  the  fact  that  in  this  case 
the  arrest  had  been  made  at  the  suit  of  a  private  person, 
in  no  way  representing  a  foreign  government,  made  the 
decision  still  less  valuable  as  a  precedent. 

In  1835  and  1837  two  cases  came  before  the  courts 
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involving  very  similar  questions,  and  decided  by  very  able 
judges,  one  of  them  perhaps  the  greatest  jurist  America 
has  produced,  but  the  negative  conclusions  stated  in  their 
judgments  carried  the  law  no  further.  The  first  of  these 
cases  was  that  of  Jos^  Ferreira  dos  Santos,  which  came 
before  Judge  Barbour  in  the  Circuit  Court  of  Virginia  in 
the  November  term  of  the  year  1835.  The  prisoner,  who 
was  a  Poituguese  subject,  was  committed  for  trial  under 
a  charge  of  piracy,  and  the  grand  jury  threw  out  the  bill. 
An  application  was  then  made  by  the  Portuguese  charg^ 
d'affaires,  that  he  might  be  detained  until  the  government 
of  Portugal  should  have  time  to  make  a  demand  on  that 
of  the  United  States  for  his  surrender  upon  the  charge 
of  having  committed  murder  in  his  native  country.  The 
question  before  Judge  Barbour  was,  whether  it  was  proper 
or  competent  for  the  court  to  detain  him  in  prison  for 
that  purpose.  He  decided  in  the  negative,  and  discharged 
the  prisoner,  saying :  "  I  am  of  opinion  that,  without  a 
treaty  stipulation,  this  government  is  not  under  any  obli- 
gation to  surrender  a  fugitive  from  justice  to  another 
government  for  trial;  and  that,  as  a  judicial  officer  of 
the  United  States,  I  have  no  authority  whatsoever  either 
to  aiTest  or  detain  with  a  view  to  such  surrender."  * 

In  1837,  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  Massachusetts  district,  a  prisoner  charged  with  man- 
>slaughter  was  acquitted  upon  the  ground  that  the  offence 
was  committed  within  the  jurisdiction  of  a  foreign  govem- 

*  2  Brockenborgh  and  Marshall,  493  (Circ  Court  of  U.  S.,  Ya. 
2835). 
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ment;  and  it  was  then  suggested  by  the  district  judge, 
not  by  any  representative  of  the  foreign  government  (the 
Society  Islands),  that  the  court  should  remand  him  to 
that  government  for  trial.  Mr.  Justice  Story,  to  whom 
the  suggestion  was  made,  said  that  he  had  never  known 
any  such  authority  exercised  by  the  American  courts, 
except  where  the  case  was  provided  for  by  the  stipula- 
tions of  some  treaty.  He  had  great  doubts  whether,  upon 
principles  of  international  law,  and  independent  of  any 
statutable  provisions  or  treaty  stipulations,  a  court  was 
either  bound  in  duty  or  authorised  in  its  discretion  to 
surrender  any  offender  to  a  foreign  government.  Tlie 
prisoner  was  thereupon  discharged.* 

The  general  executive  having  declared  its  inability 
to  grant  extradition,  an  attempt  was  now  made  to  use 
the  powers  of  a  state  executive  for  this  purpose.  In 
1840  an  application  was  made  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  for  the  extradition  of  one  Holmes,  a  natu- 
ralised citizen  of  the  United  States,  who  was  charged 
with  having  committed  murder  in  Lower  Canada.  Tlie 
President  declined  to  act,  through  an  alleged  want  of 
power,  and  the  case  came  back  to  Governor  Jennison  of 
Vermont.  Holmes,  having  been  arrested,  obtained  a  writ 
of  habeas  corpus  from  the  Supreme  Court  of  Vermont, 
and  the  sheriff  returned  that  he  was  detained  under  an 
order  of  the  Governor  of  Vermont,  which  commanded  the 
sheriff  to  deliver  him  up  to  the  authorities  of  Lower 

*  U.  S.  V.  Davis,  2  Samner,  485 ;  1  Opinions  of  Alt.- Gen.,  510 ; 
2  Opinions  of  Att.-Gren.,  359. 
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Canada.  The  Supreme  Court  of  Vermont  held  the  return 
sufficient,  and  remanded  Holmes  into  custody.  On  appeal 
to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  two  ques- 
tions were  ai-gued:  1.  Whether  an  appeal  would  lie. 
2.  Wliether  the  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Ver- 
mont was  right. 

In  the  result  the  judges  were  equally  divided,  and  the 
appeal  was  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction.  But  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Vermont,  finding  that  the  majority  of 
the  judges  of  the  liigher  court  held  that  the  Governor 
of  Vermont  had  no  authority  to  arrest  and  deliver  up 
fugitives,  discharged  the  prisoner.* 

After  this  judgment,  it  was  clear  that  foreign  govern- 
ments could  not,  in  the  absence  of  treaty  stipulations, 
obtain  from  the  United  States  the  extradition  of  fugitive 
criminals.!  It  had  been  decided  that  the  delivery  up 
of  a  fugitive  was  an  act  of  state  within  the  power  of  the 
national  executive  only ;  and  that  the  executive  having 
declared  itself  unable  to  act  in  the  matter,  the  judges 
would  not  be  justified  in  ordering  useless  arrests.  Whether 
the  President  had  not,  in  the  absence  of  special  laws,  the 
right  to  act  as  the  representative  of  the  nation  had  never 
been  decided ;  but  the  effect  of  Eobbins's  case  was  not  yet 
forgotten,  and  American  politicians  did  not  care  to  risk 
their  popularity  merely  for  the  sake  of  testing  a  disputed 
power. 

*  Holmes  v,  Jennison,  14  Petere,  540.  Ex  parte  Holmes,  12 
Verm.  Reps.,  630.  Kent  expresses  strong  disapproval  of  this 
decision. — Gomm.  i,  43. 

t  3  Opinions  of  Att«-Gen.,  661  (Legare). 
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In  the  circular  upon  the  subject  of  extradition  issued 
on  the  5th  April  1841  *  the  French  minister  of  justice 
mentioned  the  four  treaties  then  in  existence  between 
France  and  Spain,  Switzerland,  Belgium,  and  Sardinia, 
and  said  that  from  other  countries  France  could  obtain 
extradition,  even  in  the  absence  of  treaties,  except  from 
Great  Britain  and  the  United  States.  The  first  did  not 
grant  extradition  because  its  legislation  did  not  allow  it ; 
the  second  because  it  was  not  yet  settled  whether  the  right 
of  surrender  belonged  to  the  different  states  or  to  the 
general  government.  Both  countries  soon  remedied,  at 
least  partially,  this  grave  defect  in  their  laws. 

Negotiations  had  already  been  commenced  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  for  the  conclusion  of 
a  convention  upon  this  subject ;  and  in  the  Ashburton 
Treaty,  which  was  signed  at  Washington  on  the  9th 
August  1842,t  and  ratified  at  London  on  the  13th  October 
of  the  same  year,  a  clause  was  inserted  which  repeated 
the  provisions  of  the  twenty-seventh  section  of  the  treaty 
of  1794,$  and  extended  them  to  other  crimes. 

By  the  tenth  article  of  the  Ashburton  Treaty,  it  was 
"agreed  that  the  United  States  and  her  Britannic 
Majesty  shall,  upon  mutual  requisitions  by  them  or  their 
ministers,    officers,   or    authorities,  §    respectively    made, 

*  Balloz,  Jarisp.  G^n.  (1841),  iii.  440,  §  1.  FgqHx,  ii.  3,  and  see 
post,  p.  180. 

t  8  Stats,  at  Large,  572.    6  Hertslet,  Commercial  Treaties,  862. 

X  See  ante,  p.  36. 

§  The  requisition  upon  Great  Britain  must  now  be  made  by  a 
diplomatic  representative  of  the  United  States,  33  &  34  Vict., 


48  A   TREATISE   UPON 

deliver  up  to  justice  all  persons  who,  being  charged  *  with 
the  crime  of  murder,  or  assault  with  intent  to  commit 
murder  or  piracy,  or  arson,  or  robbery,  or  forgery,  or  the 
utterance  of  forged  paper,t  committed  within  the  juris- 
diction of  either,  shall  seek  an  asylum,  or  shall  be  found 
within  the  territories  of  the  other :  Provided,  that  this 
shall  only  be  done  upon  such  evidence  of  criminality 
as,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  place  where  the  fugitive 
or  person  so  charged  shall  be  found,  would  justify  his 
apprehension  and  commitment  for  trial,  if  the  crime  or 
offence  had  been  there  committed;  and  the  respective 
judges  and  other  magistrates  of  the  two  governments 

c.  52,  §§  7, 27.  That  inclades  a  Consul-General,  36  &  37  Vict, 
c.  60,  §  7. 

*  An  application  by  Great  Britain  under  this  treaty  need  not 
be  founded  on  any  indictment  found  before  a  British  tribanal, 
nor  on  any  warrant  issuing  therefrom.  It  is  not  necessary  that 
any  examination  should  have  taken  place  in  Great  Britain.  See 
note  to  Metzger*s  case,  1  Barbour,  269.  See  also  Re  Francois 
Farez,  7  Blatchfoi^,  Circuit  Court  Beps.,  34,  345,  491.  2  Abbott, 
TJ.  S.  Digest,  346. 

t  In  1859  the  United  States  Government  made  a  proposal  to 
Great  Britain  to  amend  the  treaty  by  adding  to  it  the  offences 
of  coining,  uttering  false  money,  and  embezzlement.  The  British 
Government  assented,  and  forwarded  draft  articles  to  Washing- 
ton. The  United  States  Government,  however,  desired  to  limit 
embezzlement  to  that  of  public  moneys,  and  as  this  would  have 
made  the  amendment  of  little  use,  the  British  Government  re- 
fused to  accept  the  limitation.  On  the  other  hand,  the  United 
States  objected  to  the  stipulation  that  the  execution  of  the  new 
arrangement  must  depend  upon  the  sanction  of  Parliament  being 
obtained.  The  negotiations  thereupon  were  abandoned. — Evi- 
dence of  Bt.  Hon.  E.  Hammond,  Report  of  Select  Comm.,  1868, 54. 
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shall  have  power,  jurisdiction,  and  authority,  upon  com* 
plaint  made  under  oath,  to  issue  a  warrant  for  the  appre- 
hension of  the  fugitive,  or  person  so  charged,  that  he 
may  .be  brought  before  such  judges  or  other  magistrates 
respectively — ^to  the  end  that  the  evidence  of  crimi- 
nality may  be  heard  and  considered ;  and  if,  on  such 
hearing,  the  evidence  be  deemed  sufficient  to  sustaui 
the  charge,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  examining 
judge  or  magistrate  to  certify  the  same  to  the  proper 
executive  authority,  that  a  warrant  may  issue  for  the 
surrender  of  such  fugitives.  The  expense  of  such 
apprehension  and  deliveiy  shall  be  borne  and  defrayed 
by  the  party  who  makes  the  requisition  and  receives  the 
fugitive." 

In  this  clause  there  is  no  specific  exclusion  of  political 
crimes  such  as  will  be  found  in  the  later  convention  with 
France ;  but  in  transmitting  the  treaty  to  the  Senate  for 
consideration,  President  Tyler  said, — "  The  article  on  the 
subject  (extradition)  in  the  proposed  treaty  is  carefully 
confined  to  such  offences  as  all  mankind  agree  to  regard 
as  heinous,  and  destructive  to  the  security  of  life  and 
property.  In  this  careful  and  specific  enumeration  of 
crimes,  the  object  has  been  to  exclude  all  political  offences 
or  criminal  charges  arising  from  wars  or  intestine  commo- 
tions." 

In  England,  the  common  law  being  held  not  to  permit 
the  surrender  of  a  criminal,  this  provision  could  not  come 
into  effect  without  an  Act  of  Parliament;  but  in  the 
United  States  a  treaty  is  as  binding  as  an  Act  of  Con- 
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gress;  and  this  article  was  immediately  put  in  force. 
Christiana  Cochran  (alias  Gilmour),  a  Scotchwoman,  ac- 
cused of  having  murdered  her  husband,  fled  to  America 
by  the  very  ship  which  conveyed  thither  the  ratifications 
of  the  Ashburton  Treaty.  She  was  arrested,  and  her 
counsel  raised  a  point  which  has  often  been  discussed 
since  in  cases  of  extradition.  He  asked  to  be  allowed  to 
prove  the  prisoner's  insanity.  After  full  consideration, 
the  court  refused  to  try  the  question,  and  the  prisoner 
was  surrendered.* 

On  the  9th  November  1843  a  convention  was  con- 
cluded at  Washington  between  the  United  States  and 
France,t  by  which  it  was  agreed  : — 

"Art.  1.  That  the  high  contracting  parties  shall,  on 
requisitions  made  in  their  name,  through  the  medium  of 
their  respective  diplomatic  agents,  deliver  up  to  justice 
persons  who,  being  accused  of  the  crimes  enumerated  in 
the  next  following  article,  committed  within  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  requiring  party,  shall  seek  an  asylum,  or  shall 

•  Egan,  46 ;  St.  Albau's  Raid,  229 ;  Foalix,  ii.  357,  n.  Foolix 
says, — ''Une  femme  accns^e  d'empoisonnement  avait  pass^  de 
Liverpool  a  New  York;  ponr  refuser  I'extradition,  on  faisait 
valoir  son  ^tat  d'ali^nation  mentale."  The  statement  in  the  text 
is  given  upon  the  authority  of  Egan ;  but  it  would  appear  from 
a  reference  to  the  case  made  by  Mr.  Gushing  when  Attorney- 
General,  that  the  court  did  tiy  the  question  of  the  prisoner's 
sanity.  He  says  that  her  counsel  set  up  "a  plea  of  insanity, 
which,  after  a  full  and  impartial  invesiigation,  was  overruled." — 
4  Opinions  of  Att.-Gen.,  202  (Gushing).  The  most  instructive 
case  upon  the  subject  of  the  production  of  evidence  for  the  prisoner 
is  that  of  the  St.  Alban's  Raid.    Sec  poet,  p.  100. 

t  8  Stats,  at  Large,  582. 
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be  found  within  the  territories  of  the  other :  Provided, 
that  this  shall  be  done  only  when  the  fact  of  the  com- 
mission of  the  crime  shall  be  so  established  as  that  the 
laws  of  the  country*  in  which  the  fugitive  or  the  person 
so  accused  shall  be  found,  would  justify  his  or  her  appre- 
hension and  commitment  for  trial,  if  the  crime  had  been 
there  committed. 

"  Art.  2.  Persons  shall  be  so  delivered  up  who  shall  be 
charged,  according  to  the  provisions  of  this  convention, 
with  any  of  the  following  crimes,  to  wit :  murder  (com- 
prehending  the  crimes  designated  in  the  French  penal 
code  by  the  terms  assassination,  parricide,  infanticide,  and 
poiBoning),  or  with  an  attempt  to  commit  murder,  or  with 
rape,  or  with  forgery,  or  with  arson,  or  with  embezzle- 
ment by  public  officers,!  when  the  same  is  punishable 
with  infamous  punishment. 

"  Art.  3.  On  the  part  of  the  French  government  the 
surrender  shall  only  be  by  authority  of  the  keeper  of  the 
seals,  minister  of  justice ;  and  on  the  part  of  the  govem- 

*  The  word  "  place  "  nsed  in  the  ^shburton  Treaty  was  better 
than  "  coontry,"  as  in  America  the  law  is  different  in  different 
states.  "The  word  'country,'  necessarily,  under  our  form  of 
government  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  convention, 
means  the  special  political  jurisdiction  that  has  cognizance  of  the 
crime.  In  this  case  the  forms  of  proceeding  that  must  be  observed 
are  those  of  the  State  of  New  York."— Blatohford,  J.,  in  Re 
Francois  Farez,  7  Blatchford,  Circ.  Court  Bep.,  357. 

t  Persons  who  discharge  the  functions  of  government  as  such, 
who  are  appointed  by  or  officially  responsible  to  it,  and  who  thus 
enter  into  the  organisation  of  the  government. — 8  Opinions  of 
Att.-Gen.  (Gushing),  108. 

In  the  French  the  term  is  "  d^positaires  puhlics." 

£  2 
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ment  of  the  United  States,  the  surrender  shall  be  made 
only  by  the  authority  of  the  executive  thereof. 

"  Art.  4.  The  expenses  of  any  detention  and  delivery 
effected  in  virtue  of  the  preceding  provisions,  shall  be 
borne  and  defrayed  by  the  government  in  whose  name 
the  requisition  shall  have  been  made. 

"  Art.  5.  The  provisions  of  the  present  convention  shall 
not  be  applied  in  any  manner  to  the  crimes  enumerated 
in  the  second  article,  committed  anterior  to  the  date 
thereof,  nor  to  any  crime  or  offence  of  a  purely  political 
character." 

On  the  24th  of  February  1845  the  following  addi- 
tional article  to  the  above  convention  was  concluded  at 
Washington  :— 

*'  The  crime  of  robbery,  defining  the  same  to  be,  the 
felonious  and  forcible  taking  from  the  person  of  another^ 
of  goods  or  money  to  any  value,  by  violence  or  putting 
him  in  fear ;  and  the  crime  of  burglaiy,  defining  the  same 
to  be,  breaking  and  entering  by  night  into  a  mansion- 
house  of  another,  with  intent  to  commit  felony ;  and  the 
corresponding  crimes  included  under  the  French  law  in 
the  words  vol  qualifie  crime  *  not  being  embraced  in  the 
second  article  of  the  convention  of  extradition  concluded 
between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  9th  of 
November  1843,  it  is  agreed  by  the  present  article,  be- 
tween the  high  contracting  parties,  that  persons  charged 

*  Bobbery  oomxnitted  with  violence  or  menaces,  or  committed 
in  a  dweUing-houBe  with  circumstances  either  of  night  and  of  es- 
calade or  of ''  efiraction."— 7  Opinions  of  Att.-G6n.,  643  (Cashing). 
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with  those  crimes  shall  be  respectively  delivered  up,  in 
conformity  with  the  first  article  of  the  said  convention ; 
and  the  present  article,  when  ratified  by  the  parties,  shall 
constitute  a  part  of  the  said  convention,  and  shall  have  the 
6ame  force  as  if  it  had  been  originally  inserted  in  the 
«ame."  * 

It  was  not  at  first  thought  necessary  to  have  an  Act  of 
Congress  to  cany  these  treaties  into  effect,  and  two  cases 
were  decided  in  the  absence  of  any  such  Act.  In  the  case 
of  Thomas  Sheazle  and  others  (known  as  the  ''British 
Prisoners'  Case,  1845  "),  it  was  held  that,  under  the  autho- 
rity of  the  treaty  of  1842,  persons  chaiged  with  piracy 
committed  contrary  to  Acts  of  Parliament  and  on  board 
ft  British  vessel,  might  be  arrested  in  the  United  States, 
examined  before  a  State  magistrate,  and,  if  believed  guilty, 
remanded  into  custody,  with  a  view  to  their  surrender  to 
Great  Britain.t  The  authority  of  the  state  judiciary  was 
however,  denied  in  the  case  of  Nicholas  Lucien  Metzger, 

•  8  Stats,  at  Large,  617.  1  Bright,  270.  A  supplemental 
convention  between  the  United  States  and  France,  signed  the 
10th  February  1858,  extended  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  to 
principals,  accessories,  and  accomplices  in  the  following  crimes : 
'*'  Forging,  or  knowingly  passing  or  putting  in  circulation  counter- 
feit coin  or  bank-notes,  or  other  paper  current  as  money,  with 
intent  to  defraud  any  person  or  persons ;  embezzlement  by  any 
person  or  persons  in  the  employ  of  a  society  or  corporation  If'gally 
constituted — when  these  crimes  are  subject  to  infamous  punish- 
ment." 11  Stats,  at  Large,  741.  2  Bright,  134.  It  is  somewhat 
singular  that  fraudulent  bankruptcy  is  excluded  from  nearly  all 
the  treaties  of  extradition  of  the  United  States,  though  included  in 
those  of  most  European  nations. 

t  First  Oirc.  (Mass.),  1845.    1  Woodbury  and  Minot,  66. 
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who  was  accused  of  having  committed  forgery  in  France^ 
and  whose  extradition  was  demanded  by  that  country  in 
1847.  The  French  minister  first  applied  to  the  executive, 
who  declined  to  interfere  in  the  matter,  and  referred  him 
to  the  judicial  authorities.  Metzger  was  then  arrested  and 
brought  before  a  local  magistrate  of  New  York,  who 
decided  that  he  had  authority  over  the  case,  and  com- 
mitted him  to  prison ;  but  he  was  liberated  by  a  circuit 
judge  of  that  state,  who  held  that  the  state  judiciary  had 
no  jurisdiction.  He  was  then  brought  before  Judge  Betts, 
a  district  judge  of  the  United  States,  sitting  in  chambers, 
who  committed  him,  after  hearing  a  full  argument  Judge 
Betts  held  that,  as  the  treaty  was  the  supreme  law  of  the 
land,  it  was  entitled,  when  coming  before  the  courts,  to 
the  same  effect  as  an  Act  of  Congress,  though  no  Act  had 
been  passed  to  define  the  method  of  its  operation ;  that 
under  such  treaty  a  fugitive  was  subject  to  apprehension 
and  commitment  for  a  crime  committed  after  the  date  of 
the  signature  of  the  treaty  against  the  laws  of  the  country 
demanding  him,  whether  such  crime  were  an  offence  in  the 
country  to  which  he  had  fled  or  not ;  and  that  whether 
the  casus  foederis  had  arisen,  or  whether  the  compact 
would  be  executed,  was  a  political  question  to  be  decided 
by  the  President,  the  courts  having  power  to  direct  or 
contravene  his  decisions  in  the  first  instance.*     Whether 

*  "  I  farther  adjudge  that  the  said  treaty  took  effect  and  went 
into  operation  on  and  from  the  day  of  the  signature  thereof. 

*'  I  farther  adjadge  that  the  Laws  of  France  are  to  determine 
the  oonstitnents  of  the  crime  of  forgery,  or  du  faux,  of  which 
Metzger  is  accused,  and  that  the  facts  in  evidence  adequately 
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the  judiciary  had  authority  on  habeas  corpus,  after  the 
fugitive  was  under  arrest,  to  prevent  his  extradition,  if  the 
President  decided  to  make  it,  was  not  decided. 

The  prisoner  then  petitioned  the  Supreme  Court  cf 
the  United  States,  for  a  habeas  corpus.  After  elaborate 
arguments  by  Mr.  Coxe  for  the  prisoner,  and  the  Attorney- 
General  (Mr.  Clifford)  against,  Mr.  Justice  M'Lean  de* 
livered  the  judgment  of  the  court.  He  said  that  the 
surrender  of  fugitives  from  justice  was  a  matter  of  conven- 
tional arrangement  between  states,  as  no  such  obligation 
was  imposed  by  the  law  of  nations.  Under  the  provisions 
of  the  constitution,  the  treaty  was  the  supreme  law  of  the 
land;  and,  in  r^rd  to  the  rights  and  responsibilities 
growing  out  of  it,  might  become  the  subject  of  judicial 
cognizance.  The  executive  had,  therefore,  acted  rightly 
in  referring  the  matter  to  the  judicial  power.  The  district 
judge  at  chambers  exercised  a  special  authority,  and  the 
law  had  made  no  provision  for  the  revision  of  his  judg- 
ment. The  Supreme  Court,  in  issuing  the  writs  asked  for, 
would  exercise  an  original  jurisdiction ;  and  that  Congress 
had  not  given,  if,  indeed,  it  had  the  power  to  give  it.  The 
writs  were,  therefore,  refused. 

The  president  thereupon  issued  his  mandate  to  the 
marshal  of  New  York  commanding  him  to  surrender 
Metier  to  the  diplomatic  agents  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment. Before,  however,  the  surrender  was  actually  made 
a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  was  obtained  from  Judge  £d- 

piove  the  oommissioii  of  that  crime  bj  him  in  France  since  the 
date  of  the  treaty."— Order  of  Jndge  Betts,  5  Howard,  117. 
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mcmds,  circuit  judge  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  New  York. 
He  decided  that,  iu  the  absence  of  legislative  enactment^ 
neither  the  executive  nor  the  judicial  power  had  any 
authority  to  act  upon  the  treaty  of  1843.  And  that  the 
words  in  the  French  treaty  being  "mis  en  accusation/' 
the  terms  "chaiged"  and  "accused"  in  the  American 
version  must  be  so  construed  as  to  make  them  equivalent 
to  that  phrase.  As  that  means  "  indicted  "  or  "  arraigned" 
after  examination  by  the  Chambre  de  Conseil,  the  prisoner 
against  whom  there  was  simply  a  complaint  made  and 
warrant  issued  was  not  within  the  treaty.  He  was  there- 
fore dischai*ged.* 

This  decision  is  obviously  quite  technical;  but  it  is 
possible  that  some  of  the  doubts  expressed  in  the  case 
may  have  led  to  the  passing,  in  the  following  year,  of  the 
Act  of  12th  August  1848.  "  The  Act  was  passed/'  says 
Mr.  Justice  Catron,t  "  not  to  give  effect  to  the  treaty,  but 
to  remove  obscurities/'  The  title  of  the  Act  is,  therefore^ 
clearly  a  mistake,  for  it  is  entitled  '*  An  Act  for  giving 
effect  to  certain  treaty  stipulations  between  this  and 
foreign  governments  for  the  apprehension  and  delivering 
up  of  certain  offenders/'  Its  provisions  are  sufQciently 
important  to  be  given  at  length  J  : — 

•  S.  District  of  N.  T.  (1847).  1  Barbour,  248.  6  Howard,  176. 
5  New  York  Legal  Observer,  83.  Wharton's  State  Trials,  457,  n. 
See  Ex  paHe  Milbnm,  9  Peters,  705. 

t  In  judgment  in  Kaine's  case,  14  Howard,  109. 

t  This  Act  is  now  replaced  by  sections  5270-5274  of  the  Bevised 
Statutes  of  1874,  supplemented  by  the  Act  of  August  3rd  1882 
(22  U.  S.  Stat,  at  Large,  215).    The  later  legislation  adds  circuit 
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"  Be  it  enacted,  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresen-" 
tatives  of  America,  in  Congress  assembled : — 

'*  Sect.  1.  That  in  all  cases  in  which  there  now  exists, 
or  hereafter  may  exist,  any  treaty  or  convention  for  extra- 
dition between  the  government  of  the  United  States  and 
any  foreign  government,  it  shall  and  may  be  lawful  for 
any  of  the  justices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  or  judges  of  the 
district  courts  of  the  United  States,  and  the  judges  of  the 
several  Stdte  courts,  and  the  commissioners,  authorised 
so  to  do,  by  any  of  the  courts  of  the  United  States,  are 
hereby  severally  vested  with  power,  jurisdiction,  and 
authority,  upon  complaint  made  under  oath  or  affirma- 
tion, charging  any  person  found  within  the  limits  of  any 
Btate,  district,  or  territory,  with  having  committed  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  any  such  foreign  government  any  of 
the  crimes  enumerated  or  provided  for  by  any  such  treaty 
or  convention, — to  issue  his  warrant  for  the  apprehension 
of  the  person  so  charged,  that  he  may  be  brought  before 
such  judge  or  commissioner,  to  the  end  that  the  evidence 
of  criminality  may  be  heard  and  considered ;  and  if,  on 
such  hearing,  the  evidence  be  deemed  sufficient  by  him 
to  sustain  the  charge  under  the  provisions  of  the  proper 

judges  to  the  jadioial  authorities  mentioned  in  sect.  1  of  the  Act 
of  1848,  and  makes  any  depositions,  warrants,  or  other  papers  or 
copies  tbereof  (sect.  5  of  Act  of  3rd  August  1882)  receivable  at  the 
hearing,  if  certified  by  the  principal  diplomatic  or  consular  officer 
of  the  United  States  resident  in  the  foreign  oountxy  from  which 
the  accused  shall  have  escaped,  to  be  so  authenticated  as  to  be 
•entitled  to  be  received  for  similar  purposes  by  the  tribunals  of  that 
foreign  conntrj. 
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treaty  or  convention,  it  shall  be  his  duty  to  certify  the 
same,  together  with  a  copy  of  all  the  testimony  taken 
before  him,  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  that  a  warrant  may 
issue  upon  the  requisition  of  the  proper  authorities  of 
such  foreign  government  for  the  surrender  of  such  person, 
according  to  the  stipulations  of  the  said  treaty  or  conven- 
tion ;  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  said  judge  or  com- 
missioner to  issue  his  warrant  for  the  commitment  of  the 
person  so  charged  to  the  proper  gaol,  there  to  remain  until 
such  surrender  shall  be  made. 

"  Sect.  2.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  in  every 
case  of  complaint  as  aforesaid,  and  of  a  hearing  upon  the 
return  of  the  warrant  of  arrest,  copies  of  the  depositions 
upon  which  an  original  warrant  in  any  such  foreign 
country  may  have  been  granted,  certified  under  the  hand 
of  the  person  or  persons  issuing  such  warrant,  and 
attested  upon  the  oath  of  the  party  producing  them  to 
be  true  copies  of  the  original  depositions,  may  be  re- 
ceived in  evidence  of  the  criminality  of  the  person  so 
apprehended. 

"  Sect.  3.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  the  Secretary  of  State,  under  his  hand  and 
seal  of  office,  to  order  the  person  so  committed  to  be 
delivered  to  such  person  or  persons  as  shall  be  authorised, 
in  the  name  and  on  behalf  of  such  foreign  government,, 
to  be  tried  for  the  crime  of  which  such  person  shall  be 
so  accused,  and  such  person  shall  be  delivered  up  accord- 
^gly  i  siiid  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  person  or  persons 
authorised  as  aforesaid  to  hold  such  person  in  custody,. 
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and  to  take  him  or  her  to  the  territories  of  such  foreign 
government,  pursuant  to  such  treaty :  and  if  the  person 
80  accused  shall  escape  out  of  any  custody  to  which  ho 
or  she  shall  be  committed,  or  to  which  he  or  she  shall  be 
delivered  as  aforesaid,  it  shall  be  lawful  to  retake  such 
person  in  the  same  manner  as  any  person  accused  of  any 
crime  against  the  laws  in  force  in  that  part  of  the  United 
States  to  which  he  or  she  shall  so  escape  may  be  retaken 
on  an  escape. 

"  Sect.  4.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  any 
person  who  shall  have  been  committed  under  this  Act,  or 
any  such  treaty  as  aforesaid,  to  remain  until  delivered  up 
in  pursuance  of  a  requisition  as  aforesaid,  shall  not  be 
delivered  up  pursuant  thereto,  and  conveyed  out  of  the 
United  States  within  two  calendar  months  after  such 
commitment,  over  and  above  the  time  actually  required 
to  convey  the  prisoner  from  the  gaol  to  which  he  or  she 
may  have  been  committed,  by  the  readiest  way,  out  of 
the  United  States,  it  shall,  in  every  such  case,  be  lawful 
for  any  judge  of  the  United  States,  or  of  any  State,  upon 
application  made  to  him  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  person  so 
committed,  and  upon  proof  made  to  him  that  reasonable 
notice  of  the  intention  to  make  such  application  has  been 
given  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  order  the  person  so 
committed  to  be  discharged  out  of  custody,  unless  sufK- 
cient  cause  shall  be  shown  to  such  judge  why  such  dis- 
charge ought  not  to  be  ordered. 

"  Sect.  5.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  this  Act 
shall  continue   in   force  during   the   existence  of    any 


60  A  TBEATISB  UPOK 

treaty  of  extradition  with  any  foreign  government,  and 
no  longer. 

"  Sect  6.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  the  courts  of  the  United  States,  or  any  of  them, 
to  authorise  any  person  or  persons  to  act  as  a  commissioner 
or  commissioners  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act ;  and 
the  doings  of  such  person  or  persons,  so  authorised  in 
pursuance  of  any  of  the  provisions  aforesaid,  shall  be  good 
and  available  to  all  intents  and  purposes  whatever."  * 

The  principal  case  which  has  been  decided  under  the 
treaty  with  Great  Britain  was  that  of  Thomas  Kaine  in 
1852.  Kaine  was  an  Irishman,  and  was  charged  with  an 
attempt  to  commit  murder  in  Ireland.  In  June  1852 
Anthony  Barclay,  the  British  consul  at  New  York,  ad- 
dressed a  requisition  and  complaint  to  Judge  Betts, 
stating  that  it  had  been  represented  to  Mr.  Barclay, 
and  was  believed  by  him,  that  Kaine  did  in  Ireland,  on  or 
about  the  5th  April  1851,  fire  a  pistol  at  one  James 
Bsdfe  with  intent  to  murder  him;  that  a  warrant  to 
apprehend  him  was  issued  by  a  magistrate  of  the  peace, 
but  that  the  said  Kaine  had  absconded  and  fled  to  the 
United  States.  The  requisition  further  stated  that  the 
crime  of  which  he  had  been  guilty  would  have  justified 
his  apprehension  and  commitment  for  trial  if  it  had  been 
committed  in  the  United  States.  It  then  asked  that  a 
warrant  for  his  apprehension  might  be  issued,  to  the  end 
that  the  evidence  of  his  criminality  might  be  heard  and 
considered ;  and  if  on  such  hearing  the  evidence  should 

•  9  Stats,  at  Large,  302 ;  30  CongreBS,  Seas.  1,  ch.  167. 
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\>e  deemed  sufficient,  that  it  should  be  certified  to  the 
proper  executive  authority,  in  order  that  a  warrant  might 
issue  for  his  surrender  under  the  treaty  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain.  A  warrant  was  accord* 
ingly  issued,  under  which  Kaine  was  brought  before 
Joseph  Bridgham,  a  commissioner  of  the  United  States 
at  Kew  York.  No  witness  as  to  the  fact  was  called,  but 
a  policeman  produced  copies  of  the  warrant  of  the  Irish 
magistrate,  and  the  deposition  on  which  it  was  granted, 
and  proved  their  correctness,  and  he  also  proved  the 
identity  of  the  prisoner ;  on  this  evidence  Kaine  was 
committed.  A  habeas  corpus  was  then  obtained  return- 
able before  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
southern  district  of  New  York;  but  Judge  Betts,  after 
hearing  arguments,  remanded  the  prisoner  into  custody. 
Upon  this  the  Acting  Secretary  of  State  issued  his  war* 
rant  directing  the  marshal  to  deliver  Kaine  up  to  the 
British  consul,  but  another  habeas  corpus  was  obtained 
from  Judge  Nelson,  and,  upon  return  made,  was  by  him 
referred  to  the  Supreme  Court,  where  the  matter  was 
fully  argued.  The  court,  however,  refused  to  decide  the 
case  so  referred,  on  the  ground  that  to  do  so  would  be  to 
exercise  an  original  jurisdiction  which  the  court  did  not 
possess.  An  application  for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  was 
at  once  made  to  the  Supreme  Court  by  way  of  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  Circuit  Court.  Upon  this,  the 
court  was  divided.  Of  the  judges  who  took  part  in  the 
decision,  one  (Mr.  Justice  Curtis)  held  that  the  Supreme 
Court  had  no  jurisdiction  in  the  matter ;  four  (Catron, 
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M*Lean,  Wayne,  and  Grier)  refused  the  application  for 
relapse  upon  the  merits;  and  the  other  three  (Chief- 
Justice  Taney,  and  Justices  Nelson  and  Daniel)  held  that 
it  should  be  granted.  Their  reasons  were  that  the  com- 
missioner, not  being  specially  appointed  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Act,  had  no  jurisdiction ;  that  no  judge  or  com- 
missioner could  act  on  the  complaint  of  a  private  person ; 
and  that,  there  being  no  proof  of  the  authority  of  the 
Irish  magistrate,  no  competent  evidence  had  been  pro- 
duced. The  majority  of  the  court,  however,  holding  these 
reasons  insufficient,  the  prisoner  was  remanded.  Tlie  writ 
issued  by  Mr.  Justice  Nelson,  which  the  Supreme  Court 
had  refused  to  consider,  still  remained  for  adjudication, 
and  tlie  matter  was  argued  at  chambers.  It  was  there 
objected,  that  the  decision  of  Judge  Betts  sitting  in  the 
Circuit  Court,  upon  the  return  of  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
before  that  court,  was  conclusive,  and  a  bar  to  any  sub- 
sequent inquiries  into  the  same  matters  by  virtue  of  a 
similar  writ.  Justice  Nelson  overruled  this  objection,  and 
the  case  was  re-argued  before  him.  Opportunity  was 
given  to  the  counsel  for  the  British  Government  to 
furnish  proof  that  the  prisoner's  arrest  had  been  author- 
ised by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  but  he  was 
not  prepared  to  do  so.  Justice  Nelson  accordingly  dis- 
charged the  prisoner  upon  the  three  grounds  stated  in 
his  judgment  in  the  Supreme  Court.* 

•  3  Blatchford,  Circuit  Court  Reps.,  1.  14  Howard,  103. 
10  New  York  Legal  Observer,  257.  1  Robinson's  Practice,  10. 
6  Opinions  of  Att.-Gen.  93.    1  Pbillimore,  Comm.  430. 
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The  failure  of  justice  in  the  case  just  stated  caused  an 
alteration  in  the  practice  of  the  United  States.  In  August 
1853  the  British  Minister  requested  that  the  President 
would  issue  his  mandate  to  certain  magistrates  to  cause 
William  Calder,  charged  with  forgery  in  Great  Britain,  to 
be  arrested  and  examined,  and  if  the  charge  should  be 
sustained  to  certify  the  same  to  the  President,  to  the 
end  that  the  said  William  Calder  should  be  surrendered. 
The  application  was  submitted  to  the  Attorney-General 
(Gushing),  who  advised  that,  although  the  issue  of  such 
a  mandate  would  be  a  departure  from  recent  practice,  and 
in  his  judgment  was  unnecessary,  yet  that,  considering 
the  opinions  expressed  by  some  of  the  judges  in  Kaine's 
case,  the  request  should  be  granted,  and  that  a  mandate 
should  issue  whenever  desired  by  the  government  claiming 
the  surrender.  In  obedience  to  the  mandate  thereupon 
issued,  a  warrant  of  arrest  was  granted  by  Judge  Edmonds, 
of  the  Southern  Circuit  of  the  State  of  New  York,  Calder 
Tvas  arrested  and  examined,  and  the  judge  certified  that 
there  was  not  sufficient  evidence  to  justify  his  surrender. 
The  British  Minister  then  applied  to  the  United  States 
Government  to  give  directions  that  the  prisoner  should 
be  detained  for  the  time  required  to  produce  further 
evidence.  The  Attorney-General  being  again  consulted, 
advised  that  the  President  had  no  power  to  do  this; 
but  that  the  British  Minister  could  apply  at  any  time 
for  a  new  warrant  of  arrest,  either  with  or  without  a  new 
mandate. 

*  6  Opinions  of  Att.-Gen.  (Cashing),  91. 
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The  judgment  of  Justice  Nelson  in  the  case  of  Eaine 
has  been  referred  to  in  later  cases,  and  by  some  American 
wiiters  as  deciding  that  it  was  within  the  competence  of 
the  court,  before  which  a  prisoner  might  be  brought  by 
liabeas  corpus,  to  decide  upon  the  sufficiency  of  the 
evidence  upon  which  the  judge  or  commissioner  taking 
the  examination  had  acted.  The  observations  of  Justice 
Nelson  did  no  doubt  go  to  this  extent.  "  The  proof/'  he 
said,  "  in  all  cases  under  the  treaty  of  extradition  should 
be  not  only  complete,  but  full  and  satisfactory,  that  the 
offence  has  been  committed  by  the  fugitive  in  the  foreign 
jurisdiction  ;  sufficiently  so  to  warrant  a  conviction  in  the 
judgment  of  the  magistrate  of  the  offence  with  which  he 
is  charged,  if  sitting  upon  the  final  trial  and  hearing  of 
the  case.  No  magistrate  should  order  a  surrender  short 
of  such  proof."  But  the  actual  decision  does  not  touch 
this  question  at  all.  Justice  Nelson  held  that  the  com- 
missioner had  no  authority  to  commit,  as  there  was  before 
him  no  evidence  at  all  which  could  legally  be  received. 
It  was  obviously  quite  consistent  with  this  decision  that 
the  decision  of  the  commissioner  should  be  final  as  to  the 
sufficiency  of  any  evidence  properly  before  him.  And 
this  latter  doctrine  was  expressly  affirmed  in  the  next 
case  which  came  before  the  court,  that  of  Alexander 
Heilbronn.  In  this  case  Judge  Ingersoll,  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district  of 
New  York,  followed  the  decisions  of  Judge  Judson  in  the 
case  of  Yeremaitre,*  and  Judge  Betts  in  the  case  of  Kaine 

•  9  New  York  Legal  Obs^  137. 
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and  refused  to  entertain  the  question  of  the  sufficiency  of 
the  evidence  upon  which  the  commissioner  had  acted, 
remarking,  ''  Where  there  is  legal  evidence  before  the 
commissioner  to  establish  the  charge,  and  that  legal  evi- 
dence is  deemed  by  him  sufficient,  no  matter  how  many 
others  may  deem  it  insufficient,  and  he  grants  a  warrant 
of  commitment,  that  commitment  must  stand,  and  no 
judge  has  a  right  to  disregard  it,  or  to  render  it  ineffec- 
tual, at  least  not  until  the  expiration  of  two  calendar 
months  after  it  shall  have  been  issued.  In  such  a  case, 
no  one  can  revise  the  opinion  of  the  commissioner  except 
the  President  The  President  has  that  power.  If  he 
should  be  of  opinion  that  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
commissioner  at  the  hearing  was  not  sufficient  to  sustain 
the  charge,  then  it  would  be  his  duty  to  withhold  a 
warrant  of  extradition.  If  it  should  be  his  opinion  that 
it  was  sufficient,  then  it  would  be  his  duty  to  grant  such 
warrant.  The  necessities  of  this  case,  therefore,  do  not 
require  that  I*  should  express  an  opinion  upon  the 
sufficiency  of  the  evidence  upon  the  hearing  before  the 
commissioner."  * 

The  necessities  of  the  case  did  not  require  these  obser- 
vations about  the  duty  of  the  President,  and  they  are  of 
little  weight.  The  rights  and  duties  of  the  President  are 
settled,  and  limited  by  the  terms  of  the  treaties  and  the 
Acts  of  Congress  passed  to  give  them  effect,  and  it  clearly 
is  neither  his  right  nor  duty  to  assume  a  function  which 
those  treaties  and  acts   have  assigned   to   the   judicial 

*  12  New  York  Legal  Obs.,  65. 
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power.  Judge  Ingersoll's  decision  was  followed  in  the 
case  of  Von  Aemam,  which  occurred  very  shortly  after. 
The  prisoner  was  charged  with  uttering  forged  documents 
in  Canada,  and  upon  examination  the  commissioner  held 
the  evidence  sufficient,  and  committed  him  to  prison  to 
await  surrender.  A  writ  of  habeas  corpus  was  obtained 
from  Judge  Betts,  District  Judge  of  the  Circuit  Court  of 
the  United  States,  and  upon  the  return  of  this  writ  it  was 
desired  on  the  part  of  the  prisoner  to  discuss  the  suffi- 
ciency of  the  evidence  before  the  commissioner.  Judge 
Betts  refused  to  entertain  this  question,  declaring  that 
the  courts  of  the  United  States  had  no  authority  on 
habeas  corpus  to  inquire  into  the  merits  of  a  decision 
made  by  a  committing  magistrate,  or  to  determine  that 
he  erred  in  the  construction  of  law  or  the  evidence.  He 
added :  "  In  my  view  of  the  subject,  this  court,  on  the 
return  before  it  of  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  has  no  further 
power  than  to  ascertain  and  determine  whether  the  pri- 
soner stands  charged  with  a  criminal  offence  subjecting 
him  to  imprisonment,  and  whether  the  commissioner 
possessed  competent  authority  to  inquire  into  and  adjudge 
upon  that  complaint. '  Answering  these  questions  in  the 
affirmative,  and  holding  that  he  had  no  authority  under 
the  writ  to  review  the  justness  of  the  decision  of  the 
commissioner,  he  remanded  the  prisoner.* 

In  1864  occurred  the  notable  case  of  Franz  Miiller,  who 

*  Ex  parte  Yon  Aemam,  3  Blatchford,  Circ.  Court  Eeps.,  160. 
See  also  Reg.  v.  Van  Aemam,  U.  C.  Beps.  4  C.  P.  288,  post 
p.  110.    Yon  Aemam  was  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 
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was  demaaded  by  Great  Britain  on  a  charge  of  murder. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  the  police-officer  who  was  in 

pursuit  reached  America  first,  and  arrested  the  fugitive 

immediately  he  arrived.  Being  brought  before  Commis- 
sioner Kewton  at  New  York,  MtQler  asked  for  time  to 

produce  witnesses  from  England  to  prove  an  cUibi,  the 
defence  afterwards  unsuccessfully  set  up  at  the  Central 
Criminal  Court.  The  commissioner  refused  the  request  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  not  his  province  to  determine  the 
question  of  fact.  The  evidence  before  him  showed  probable 
cause  for  believing  MtQler  to  have  committed  the  crime, 
and  that  was  the  only  question  he  had  to  try. 

The  operation  of  extradition  treaties  being  found  to 
be  impaired  by  the  requirements  of  the  American  law 
with  regard  to  evidence,  an  Act  of  Congress  was  passed 
on  the  22nd  June  1860,  similar  to  that  which  was  after* 
wards  found  necessary  in  England.*  It  provided,  ''  That 
in  aU  cases  where  any  depositions,  warrants,  or  other 
papers,  or  copies  thereof,  shall  be  offered  in  evidence 
upon  the  hearing  of  an  extradition  case  under  the  second 
section  of  the  Act,  entitled,  '  An  Act  for  giving  effect  to 
certain  treaty  stipulations  between  this  and  foreign  govern- 
ments for  the  apprehension  and  delivering  up  of  certain 
offenders,'  approved  August  12,  1848,  such  depositions, 
warrants,  or  other  papers,  or  copies  thereof,  shall  be 
admitted  and  received  for  the  purposes  mentioned  in  the 
said  section,  if  they  shall  be  properly  and  legally  authen- 

•  29  &  30  Vict,  c  121.    Now  repealed  by  the  Extradition  Act, 
1870,  Appendix,  p.  iii. 
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ticated,  so  as  to  entitle  them  to  be  received  for  similar 
purposes  by  the  tribunals  of  the  foreign  country  from 
which  the  accused  party  shall  have  escaped ;  and  the  cer- 
tificate of  the  principal  diplomatic  or  consular  officer  of 
the  United  States,  resident  in  such  foreign  country,  shall 
be  proof  that  any  paper  or  other  document  so  offered,  is 
authenticated  in  the  manner  required  by  this  Act "  (36 
Cong.,  Sess.  1,  ch.  184;  12  U.S.  Stats,  at  Large,  84). 

Since  the  conclusion  of  the  treaties  with  Great  Britain 
and  France,  the  United  States  have  entered  into  many 
other  agreements  of  a  similar  nature.  In  1845,  a  treaty 
with  Prussia  was  negotiated  by  Mr.  Wheaton,  but  it  was 
rejected  by  the  senate  in  consequence  of  the  requirement 
of  Prussia  that  neither  power  should  be  obliged  to  give 
up  its  own  subjects.  America  has  never  desired  to  make, 
or  been  willing  to  admit,  this  reservation, — which,  how- 
ever, is  insisted  upon  by  the  majority  of  European  States. 
It  was  felt  that  as  the  United  States  did  not  try  its  citizens 
for  crimes  committed  abroad,  and  the  other  parties  to  the 
treaty  did,  this  proviso  would  produce  a  want  of  reci- 
procity, and  that  difficulties  would  probably  arise,  specially 
likely  in,  and  important  to,  the  United  States,  with  regard 
to  the  case  of  naturalised  subjects.  The  objection  was, 
however,  waived,  and  a  treaty  was  made  in  1852  between 
the  United  States  and  Prussia,  acting  for  herself,  and  also 
on  behalf  of  Saxony,  Electoral  Hesse,  Ducal  Hesse,  Saxe- 
Weimar,  Eisenach,  Saxe-Meiningen,  Saxe-Altenburg,  Saxe- 
Coburg  Gotha,  Brunswick,  and  several  of  the  other  petty 
Gennan  States.     It  provided  that  the  stipulations  it  con- 
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tained  should  apply  to  any  other  State  of  the  Germanic 
Confederation  which  might  thereafter  declare  its  accession 
thereto.  This  treaty  recites,  "  That  whereas  the  laws  and 
constitution  of  Prussia,  and  of  the  other  German  States, 
parties  to  this  convention,  forbid  them  to  surrender  their 
own  citizens  to  a  foreign  jurisdiction,  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  with  a  view  of  making  the  convention 
strictly  reciprocal,  shall  be  held  equally  free  from  any 
obligation  to  surrender  citizens  of  the  United  States;" 
and  its  provisions  include  the  crimes  of  murder,  assault 
with  intent  to  commit  murder,  piracy,  arson,  robbery, 
forgery,  the  utterance  of  forged  papers,  the  fabrication  or 
circulation  of  counterfeit  money,  whether  coin  or  paper 
money,  and  the  embezzlement  of  public  money.* 

In  the  year  1863  one  Trangott  Mtiller  was  arrested 
and  brought  before  Judge  Leavitt,  Circuit  Judge  of  the 
United  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Ohio,  having 
been  charged  before  the  Eoyal  Court  of  Saxony  with  one 
of  the  crimes  included  in  the  Prussian  treaty  of  16th 
June  1852.  Neither  the  judge  nor  the  counsel  for  the 
Government  of  Saxony  was  aware  of  the  Act  of  June 
1860,  and  after  a  day's  argument,  the  evidence  of  crimi- 
nality was  rejected  as  not  sufficient  under  the  second 
section  of  the  Act  of  August  1848.  The  Prussian  Govern- 
ment complained  of  this  decision,  and  the  case  was  referred 
to  the  Acting  •  Attorney-General,  Mr.  T.  J.  Coflfey.  Ad- 
mitting that  the  Judge  was  wrong,  Mr.  Coflfey  pointed  out 
that  there  was  no  appeal  from  his  decision,  but  he  sug- 

•  10  Stats,  at  Large  of  IT.  S.,  965. 


70  A   TRSATISB   UPON 

gested  that  a  fresh  authority  for  Muller's  arrest  should  be 
issued  by  the  Grovemment  of  the  United  States.  This  was 
done;  Miiller  was  re-arrested  and  brought  before  Judge 
Cadwalader  at  Philadelphia,  under  whose  decision  he  was 
surrendered  to  the  Prussian  (Government.* 

Of  the  other  treaties  into  which  the  United  States  have 
entered,  those  with  Bavaria,  (1853,)  Hanover,  (1855,)  the 
Two  SiciUes,  (1855,)  Austria,(1856,)  Baden, (1857,)  Sweden, 
(I860,)  Mexico,  (1861,)  Hayti,  (1861,)  Salvador,  (1870,) 
Peru,  (1870,)  the  Ottoman  Empire,  (1874,)  Spain,  (1877,) 
the  Netherlands,  (1880,)  and  Belgium,  (1882,)  contain  the 
exception  as  to  extradition  of  citizens  or  subjects ;  and 
those  with  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  (1849,)  the  Swiss  Con- 
federation, (1850,)  Venezuela,  (1861,)  the  Dominican  Ee- 
public,  (1867,)  Italy,(1868,)  Nicaragua, (1870,)  Orange  Free 
State,  (1871,)  and  Ecuador,  (1872,)  omit  it.  All  contain 
provision  as  to  the  evidence  required  similar  to  that  in 
the  treaties  with  Great  Britain  and  Franccf 

In  1858  a  claim  of  extradition  was  made  upon  the 
United  States  by  Great  Britain  in  the  case  of  William 
Tyler,  a  United  States  Marshal,  who,  on  the  29th  Nov. 
1858,  boarded  the  United  States  brig  Concord  when 
lying  in  Canadian  waters,  and  in  the  course  of  a  scufSe 
shot  the  master  of  the  vessel.  He  then  arrested  him,  and 
had  him  conveyed  to  the  United  States'  shore,  where  the 
prisoner  died.  Lord  Napier,  then  the  British  Ambas- 
sador, clamied  the  surrender  of  Tyler  for  murder  com- 

*  10  Opinions  of  Att.-G«n.,  501. 

t  Wheaton,  6th  edit  (Lawrence),  180 ;  8th  edit.  (Dana),  190. 
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mitted  within  British  jurisdiction.  But  it  was  answered 
that  the  master  having  died  in  Michigan,  the  offence  was 
triable  by  the  United  States'  courts.  The  surrender,  how- 
ever, was  not  absolutely  refused,  but  Lord  Napier  having 
consented  to  await  the  result  of  the  proceedings  about  to 
be  instituted  in  Michigan,  a  warrant  of  arrest  was  granted 
to  him  to  be  used  in  case  such  proceedings  should  end  in 
the  discharge  of  the  accused.  Tyler  was  then  tried  by 
the  Federal  Circuit  Court  for  the  district  of  Michigan,  was 
convicted  of  manslaughter,  and  was  sentenced  to  thirty 
days'  imprisonment  and  a  fine  of  one  dollar.  The  British 
Government  protested  against  this  sentence  as  inadequate, 
and  at  the  end  of  his  thirty  days'  imprisonment  Tyler  was 
again  arrested  and  sent  for  trial  to  the  State  Circuit  Court 
of  St.  Clair  County.  He  pleaded  autrefois  convict,  and 
the  prosecution  replied  that  the  offence  charged  was  the 
same  for  which  he  had  been  convicted,  but  that  it  was 
not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Court  by  which 
he  had  been  tried.  Upon  demurrer  to  this  replication 
the  question  of  law  was  referred  by  the  Circuit  judge  to 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Michigan,  which  decided  against 
the  prisoner,  holding  that  the  Federal  Court  had  acted 
without  jurisdiction.  Tyler  was  accordingly  tried  in 
Nov.  1859,  and  was  convicted  of  murder  in  the  second 
degree,  and  sentenced  to  six  years'  imprisonment.  At 
this  trial  a  bill  of  exceptions  was  tendered  to  the  judge's 
ruling,  and  a  stay  of  proceedings  obtained.  The  case  was 
argued  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  Michigan  on  the  1st 
May  1860,  and  the  judge's  ruling  affirmed.     The  British 
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Govemment  being  satisfied  with  the  second  sentence,  took 
no  further  steps  in  the  matter.* 

A  remarkable  case  of  extradition,  independently  of  any 
treaty,  occurred  in  the  United  States  in  1864.  One 
Arguelles,  a  Spaniard,  being  governor  of  a  district  in 
Cuba,  in  which  a  cargo  of  Africans  had  been  landed  from 
a  slave  ship  and  set  free  by  the  authorities,  reported  to 
the  Govemment  that  one  hundred  and  forty-one  of  them 
had  died  of  the  small-pox ;  but  it  was  discovered  that  he 
had  sold  them  into  slavery,  with  the  aid  of  forged  papers, 
and  having  thus  obtained  a  large  sum  of  money,  had 
escaped  to  New  York«  At  the  request  of  the  Captain- 
general  of  Cuba  and  the  Spanish  Minister,  Mr.  Seward, 
with  the  President's  sanction,  ordered  the  arrest  and 
delivery  up  of  Arguelles,  as  a  purely  executive  act.  The 
Senate  passed  a  resolution,  of  28th  May  1864,  requesting 
the  President  to  inform  them  whether  such  a  surrender 
had  been  made,  and  if  so,  under  what  authority  of  law  or 
treaty  it  was  done.  The  President  enclosed  in  his  reply 
a  report  from  Mr.  Seward,  and  documents  showing  the 
guilt  of  Arguelles,  and  the  request  of  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment. Mr.  Seward,  in  his  report,  says,  "  There  being  no 
treaty  of  extradition  between  the  United  States  and  Spain, 
or  any  Act  of  Congress  directing  how  fugitives  from 
justice  in  Spanish  dominions  shall  be  delivered  up,  the 

•  The  People  v,  William  Tyler,  7  Michigan  Eeps.  (Oooley),  161. 
8  Michigan  Eeps.  (Cooley),  320.  9  Ops.  Att.-Gen.,  379  (Black). 
Evidence  of  H.  T.  Holland  and  Bt.  Hon.  E.  Hammond,  Report  of 
Select  Committee,  1868,  50,  58. 
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extradition  in  this  case  is  understood  by  this  department 
to  have  been  made  in  virtue  of  the  law  of  nations  and 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  Although  there 
is  a  conflict  of  authorities  concerning  the  expediency  of 
exercising  comity  towards  a  foreign  government,  by  sur- 
rendering at  its  request  one  of  its  own  subjects  charged 
with  the  commission  of  crime  within  its  territory,  and 
although  it  may  be  conceded  that  there  is  no  national 
obligation  to  make  such  a  surrender  upon  a  demand 
therefor,  unless  it  is  acknowledged  by  treaty  or  by  statute 
law,  yet  a  nation  is  never  bound  to  furnish  asylum  to 
dangerous  criminals,  who  are  offenders  against  the  human 
race ;  and  it  is  believed  that  if  in  any  case  the  comity 
could  with  propriety  be  practised,  the  one  which  is  under- 
stood to  have  caUed  forth  the  resolution  furnished  a  just 
occasion  for  its  exercise,"  (U.S.  Dipl.  Corr.  1864,  part  ii. 
60-74.     Cong.  Globe,  1864.) 

A  resolution,  condemning  this  act  as  a  violation  of  the 
Constitution,  and  in  derogation  of  the  right  of  asylum, 
was  defeated  in  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  by  a  large 
majority,  and  the  subject  referred  to  a  committee ;  but 
Congress  took  no  further  action  in  the  matter.  Legal 
proceedings  were  commenced  against  the  officer  who 
executed  the  Secretary's  warrant  on  a  charge  of  kidnap- 
ping, but  these  also  were  abandoned,  and  the  matter  has 
not  in  any  way  come  under  judicial  decision.* 

*  Wheaton,  8ih  edit.  (Dana),  183,  n.  In  the  notable  case  of 
the  Bank  of  England  forgeries  in  1872,  the  Spanish  Goyernment 
acted  on  this  precedent  and  dehvered  np  Austin  Bidwell,  who  bad 
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It  seemed  probable  that  the  series  of  decisions,  stated 
a  few  pages  back,  would  have  been  accepted  as  establish* 
ing  the  inability  of  the  Circuit  Court  to  entertain  the 
question  of  the  sufficiency  of  the  evidence  upon  which 
the  Commissioner  had  acted. 

But  in  a  case  which  occurred  in  1866,  these  autho- 
rities were  overruled  in  a  curiously  summary  way.  This 
was  the  case  of  Philip  Henrich,  who  had  been  claimed 
by  the  Prussian  Government  under  the  treaty  of  1852  for 
forgery,  and  who  had  after  examination  before  a  Commis- 
sioner been  committed  to  prison  to  await  surrender.  A 
writ  of  habeas  corpus  was  issued  from  the  Circuit  Court 
for  the  southern  district  of  New  York,  and  the  old  ques- 
tion as  to  the  competence  of  the  court  to  review  the 
evidence  of  criminality  was  again  fully  argued. 

Judge  Shipman,  who  heard  the  case,  quoted  the  judg- 
ments in  the  successive  cases  of  Yeremaitre,  Kaine,  Heil- 
bronn,  and  Von  Aernam,  and  overruled  them  alL  The 
authority  upon  which  ho  rested  his  decision  was  an 
opinion  expressed  by  Justice  Nelson  in  the  case  of  Eaine, 
and  repeated  by  that  Judge  in  a  private  conference  upon 
this  particular  case.  The  language  of  the  judgment  is 
somewhat  curious.  "It  is  true,"  said  Judge  Shipman, 
"  that  Justice  Nelson  in  the  case  of  Kaine  decided  that  the 
commissioner  had  no  competent  evidence  before  him.  He 
therefore  did  not  directly  determine  the  precise  question, 
whether,  if  the  Commissioner  had  had  competent  evidence 

taken  refuge  in  Cuba,  although  there  was  no  treaty  between  Spain 
and  Great  Britain  at  that  time. 


THE   LAW  OF  EXTRADITION.  75 

presented  to  him,  tending  to  prove  the  charge  of  crimi- 
nality, it  would  have  been  within  the  rightful  power  of 
the  court,  or  the  Judge  at  chambers,  to  review  that  evi- 
dence ;  and  if  he  thought  it  failed  to  support  the  charge 
against  the  prisoner,  to  discharge  him  from  custody  under 
the  Commissioner's  warrant.  But  the  whole  spirit  and 
scope  of  his  reasoning  in  the  opinion  delivered  by  him 
in  the  Supreme  Court,  as  well  as  in  the  one  delivered  by 
him  at  chambers,  tend  toward  the  assertion  and  vindication 
of  this  power.  To  set  the  matter  at  rest,  however,  I  am 
authorised  by  him,  after  full  consultation  upon  the  point, 
to  state  that  such  is  his  judgment  of  the  law.  It  is, 
then,  the  law  of  this  court,  and  it  is  therefore  the  duty 
of  the  court  in  the  present  case  to  look  into  the  evidence 
upon  which  the  judgment  of  the  Commissioner  rests,  and 
which  he  has  certified  up  to  this  tribunal  in  compliance 
with  the  writ  directed  to  him,  and  to  pass  upon  its  weight 
as  well  as  upon  its  competency."  Upon  examining  the 
evidence,  however.  Judge  Shipman  held  that  it  was  suffi- 
cient, and  he  laid  down  as  a  rule  to  be  observed  in 
similar  cases  thereafter,  that  where  the  Commissioner  had 
legal  evidence  before  him,  the  court  would  not  reverse 
his  judgment  except  for  substantial  error  in  law,  or 
for  such  manifest  error  in  fact  as  would  warrant 
a  court  in  granting  a  new  trial  for  a  verdict  against 
evidence.* 

In  the  case  of  Francois  Farez  in  1870,  Justice  Blatch- 

•  5  Blatchford,  Circ.  Court  Reps.,  414.    17  L.  T.  (N.  S.),  65 
D.  S.  Digest  (1869),  303. 
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ford,  while  accepting  the  authority  of  Henrich's  case  so  far 
as  regarded  the  examination  by  the  Circuit  Court  of  the 
sufficiency  of  the  evidence  produced  before  the  Commis- 
sioner, refused  to  follow  the  opinion  of  Justice  Nelson  as 
to  the  quantity  of  evidence  required.  Quoting  the  autho- 
rity of  Chief  Justice  Marshall,  in  the  case  of  Aaron  Burr, 
he  said  "the  question  for  the  magistrate  is  whether, 
after  examination  into  the  matter  and  a  proper  oppor- 
tunity for  the  giving  of  testimony  on  both  sides,  there  is 
reasonable  ground  to  hold  the  accused  for  trial.  The 
contrary  view  would  destroy  the  object  of  such  treaties." 
In  this  case  the  prisoner  had  claimed  the  right  to  be 
examined  as  a  witness  on  his  own  behalf,  and  the  Com- 
missioner having  refused  to  allow  it,  the  Judge  held  the 
commitment  invalid.  He  did  not,  however,  discharge  the 
prisoner,  but  remanded  him  into  custody  under  the  ori- 
ginal warrant  of  arrest,  in  order  that  a  further  examina- 
tion might  be  held.* 

This  case  and  that  of  Henrich  are  important  as  laying 
down  rules  of  practice. 

In  the  same  year  occurred  the  case  of  Thomas  Primrose, 
who  was  arrested  at  Buffalo  on  a  charge  of  robbery  com- 
mitted in  Canada.  The  case  is  noticeable  for  the  fact 
that  he  was  arrested  before  any  mandate  had  been  issued 
by  the  President  and  was  remanded  upon  evidence  being 
given  that  an  application  for  his  surrender  had  been 
made   by  the   Canadian  Government.     The   President's 

♦  7  Blatchford,  Circ.  Court  Reps.,  34,  345,  491.    2  Abbott,  U.  S. 
Digest,  346. 
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mandate  afterwards  arriving,  informations  were  laid  before 
United  States  Commissioner  Gorham,  and  he  issued  a 
warrant  upon  which  Primrose  was  brought  before  him. 

The  prisoner  called  witnesses  to  prove  an  alibi,  but 
they  failed  to  satisfy  the  Commissioner,  and  he  was 
surrendered.* 

In  1871  a  very  important  case  was  decided  in  the 
United  States;  that  of  Bichard  B.  Caldwell,  who  was 
indicted  for  bribing  an  officer  of  the  United  States.  He 
pleaded  that  the  court  ought  not  to  take  cognizance  of 
the  offence  charged  in  the  indictment,  because  at  the  time 
when  he  was  arrested  and  brought  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  court,  he  was  a  resident  at  Prescott,  in  the  province 
of  Ontario,  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  was  brought  into  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  court  on  a  charge  of  forgery  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Ashburton  Treaty,  and  that  the  offence 
specified  in  the  indictment  was  not  one  of  the  offences 
mentioned  in  that  treaty,  and  that  the  court  had  no 
jurisdiction  in  the  case.  His  plea  was  demurred  to,  and 
the  matter  was  argued  in  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  Southern 
District  of  New  York,  in  January  1871.  Judge  Benedict 
held  that  the  plea  was  bad.  Whether  the  prisoner  had 
been  extradited  in  good  faith,  was,  he  said,  a  question  for 
the  governments  concerned,  and  not  for  the  Courts  of 
Law ;  and  the  prisoner  being  in  fact  within  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  court,  and  charged  with  a  crime  committed 
within  that  jurisdiction,  must  be  tried  for  such  crime 
without  regard  to  the  matter  of  extradition  at  all.     In 

•  7  Can.  L.  J.,  109. 
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support  of  this  decision  he  quoted  the  case  of  Heilbronn/ 
who  was  surrendered  to  the  British  Grovemment  on  a 
charge  of  forgery,  and  was  tried  and  convicted  in  London 
for  a  crime  not  within  the  treaty.f 

An  attempt  was  made  in  1873  to  grant  extradition  by 
virtue  of  State  laws  in  the  case  of  Carl  Vogt,  alias  Joseph 
Stupp,  who  was  arrested  in  New  York  on  a  chaige  of 
arson,  robbery,  and  murder  committed  in  Belgium.  Thei'e 
was  no  extradition  treaty  between  Belgium  and  the  United 
States,  but  a  law  of  the  State  of  New  York,  passed  in 
1822  (1  Rev.  Stats.  164>)X  provided  that  the  Governor  might 
in  his  discretion  deliver  over  to  justice  any  person  found 
within  the  State  who  should  be  charged  with  having  com- 
mitted without  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  any 
crime,  except  treason,  which  by  the  laws  of  New  York,  if 
committed  therein,  is  punishable  by  death  or  by  imprison- 
ment in  the  State  prison.  An  application  for  the  sur* 
render  of  Vogt  was  made  by  the  Belgian  consul,  and 
Governor  Hofi&nan  issued  his  warrant  accordingly.  A 
writ  of  habeas  corpus  was  applied  for  in  the  United 
States'  Court,  but  Blatchford,  J.,  dismissed  the  case  for 
want  of  jurisdiction.  Application  was  then  made  to 
Judge  Curtis  of  the  Superior  Court,  who  granted  the 
writ.  It  was  held  by  the  court  that  the  New  York 
statute   was   unconstitutional,  as  being  in  violation  of 

•  See  ante,  p.  64. 

t  8  Blatchford,  Circ.  Court  Bepa.,  131.  6  Can.  L.  J.,  227.    This 
conld  not  now  occur  in  Great  Britain,  33  &  34  Vict.,  c.  52,  §  19. 
X  Ante,  p.  40. 
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Article  1,  §  10,  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
which  says  that  no  State  shall  enter  into  any  agreement 
or  compact  with  another  State  or  with  a  foreign  power. 
The  State  could  not  be  constitutionally  known  to  any 
foreign  nation,  inasmuch  as  the  whole  subject  of  foreign 
intercourse  is  committed  to  the  Federal  Government  This 
decision  came  before  the  Court  of  Appeal,  which  unani- 
mously confirmed  it  upon  the  same  grounds.* 

Peter  Kelly  was  charged,  in  1874,  before  the  District 
Court  of  Massachusetts,  with  committing  murder  on  board 
a  British  vessel  on  the  high  seas,  and  his  extradition  was 
demanded  on  that  charge. 

Lowell,  J.,  in  refusing  his  extradition^  said,  "Upon 
the  evidence  I  find  that  the  crime  committed  was  man- 
slaughter, and  this  is  not  within  the  treaty,  which 
mentions  only  murder,  assault  with  intent  to  commit 
murder,  piracy,  arson,  robbery,  and  forgery.  It  was  sug- 
gested that  murder  might  include  manslaughter.  But 
considering  that  both  the  law  and  the  language  of  the 
two  countries  are  alike,  and  that  the  treaty  describes 
well-known  crimes  by  their  technical  names,  this  con- 
struction is  inadmissible.  As  well  might  we  hold  that 
robbery  includes  theft ;  or  piracy,  mutiny.  In  an  extra- 
dition treaty,  the  greater  crime  does  not  include  the 
lesser,  because  the  intent  is  to  deliver  up  great  criminals 

only."  t 

*  7  American  Law  Review,  186  &,  578.  See  also  The  People  v. 
CurtiB,  50  N.  Y.  821 ;  and  In  re  Joseph  Stnpp,  11  Blatcbford,  Giro. 
Court  Heps.,  124,  and  12  Blatchford,  Circ.  Conrt  Beps.,  502. 

t  In  re  Peter  Kelly,  2  Low.  Dist.  Ct  Mass.,  339. 
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In  the  case  of  Adiiance  v.  Lagrave,  in  1874,  an  action 
was.  brought  for  the  alleged  wrongful  conversion  of  cer- 
tain personal  property.  An  order  of  arrest  was  issued 
and  the  defendant  arrested.  He  thereupon  moved  to  set 
aside  the  summons  on  the  grounds,  that — 

(1)  Though  he  had  been  brought  into  the  State  of 
New  York  from  France,  by  virtue  of  proceedings  assumed 
to  have  been  instituted  under  the  extradition  treaty 
between  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and 
France,  yet  he  had  been  arrested  under  the  order  before 
he  could  return  to  France,  and  while  still  in  custody. 

(2)  The  extradition  proceedings  were  fraudulent; 
having  been  instituted  with  the  intent  and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  bringing  him  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  New 
York  courts,  that  he  might  be  arrested  and  detained 
upon  civil  process. 

Church,  C.J.,  in  giving  judgment  in  the  New  York 
Court  of  Appeals,  held — 

(1)  That  the  indictment  was  for  burglary,  and  clearly 
not  within  the  treaty.  But  it  was  not  for  the  defendant 
to  raise  the  question,*  for  though  he  be  deceived  and 
defrauded,  he  cannot  interpose.  The  question  of  good 
faith  is  for  the  two  governments. 

(2)  That  though  Uie  parties  who  participated  in 
getting  the  defendant  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court 
in  bad  faith,  for  the  purpose  of  arresting  him  on  civil 
process,  may  not  receive  any  advantage  from  their  wrong- 

*  The  same  doctrine  was  stated  in  Lawrence's  case,  post,  p.  82, 
and  in  Ex  pa/rie  Scott,  9  B.  &  C,  447. 
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ful  acts;  yet  this  rule  does  not  apply  to  persons  not 
concerned  therein. 

(3)  Where  there  is  no  express  treaty  stipulation  to 
the  contrary,  a  person  brought  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  State  courts  can  be  detained  for  any  act  criminal  or 
civil  cominitted  prior  to  the  extradition  beyond  and 
besides  the  offence  specified  in  the  proceedings  under 
which  he  was  surrendered.*  * 

In  the  case  of  Angelo  De  Giacomo,  sumamed  Ciccariello, 
the  prisoner  was  charged  with  wilful  murder  cominitted 
in  Italy  in  1867,  whence  he  fled  to  the  United  States ;  he 
was  arrested  and  brought  before  the  Commissioner  at  New 
York  on  the  24th  October  1874.  A  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
was  then  issued,  and  it  was  argued  before  a  Circuit  Court 
on  behalf  of  the  prisoner  that  there  was  no  treaty  for  ex- 
tradition between  the  United  States  and  Italy  at  the  time 
the  alleged  ofifence  was  committed.  Blatchford,  J.,  held 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  convention  of  1868  which 
excluded  extradition  for  crimes  previously  committed,  and 
added :  "  The  correctness  of  this  conclusion  becomes  more 
apparent  when,  on  a  comparison  of  this  convention  with 
other  extradition  treaties  made  by  the  United  States,  it  is 

•  Adriance  v,  Lagrave,  59  N.  Y.,  110.  By  33  &  34  Vict.,  o.  52, 
sec.  19,  it  is  provided  that  no  person  sarrenderedby  a  foreign  State 
in  pnrsnance  of  an  arrangement  nnder  that  Act  shall,  until  he  has 
been  restored  or  had  an  opportunity  of  returning  to  such  foreign 
State,  be  triable  or  tried  for  any  offence  committed  prior  to  the 
surrender  in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  other  than  snch 
extradition  crimes  as  may  be  proved  by  the  facts  on  which  the 
surrender  is  groimded. 

a 
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seen  that  there  are  some  of  such  treaties  made  before 
and  some  since  the  convention  in  question  which  take 
pains  in  their  language  to  exclude  prior  crimes,  while  this 
convention  contains  no  such  exclusion,"  * 

The  very  important  question  was  raised  in  Lawrence's 
case  in  1876  as  to  whether  a  person  extradited  for  one 
crime,  could,  after  being  tried  and  acquitted,  be  put  on  his 
trial  for  another  crime  other  than  that  for  which  he  was 
suirendered,  without   being  aflforded  an  opportunity  of 
return  to  the  country  by  which  his  surrender  was  granted. 
The   facts  of   the  case  were  very  simple.     Charles  L. 
Lawrence,  born  a  subject  of   Great   Britain,  but  sub- 
sequently naturalised  in  the  United  States,  having  left 
Canada  for  England,  was  demanded  under  the  treaty  of 
1842,t  being  charged  with  forging  and  uttering  a  certain 
bond  and  affidavit.     Upon  these  charges,  and  these  only, 
Lawrence  was  surrendered,  and  taken  over  to  America ; 
on  arriving  at  the  port  of  New  York,  he  was  arrested  on 
three  bench  warrants  issued  out  of  the  Circuit  Court  of 
the  United  States  upon  three  several  indictments  found 
against  him  in  that  Court,  two  for  forgery  and  one  for 
smuggling  and  conspiracy,  neither  being  founded   upon 
the  charges  for  which  he  was  extradited,  and  all  being 
based  upon  ofifences    alleged   to  have    been   committed 
before  the  departure  of  the  said   Lawrence   for   Great 
Britain.     The   case  came  on  for  hearing  on  demurrer 

*  In  re  Angelo  de  Giacoxno,  snrDamed  Ciccariello,  on  Habeas 
Corpus,  12  Blatchford,  Circ.  Conrt  Eeps.,  391, 
t  8  U.  S.  Stat,  al  Large,  576  (art.  x.). 
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before  Benedict,  J.,  who  held  that  extradition  proceedings 
do  not,  in  their  nature,  involve  any  right  of  the  person 
surrendered  to  be  secured  against  prosecution  upon  any 
other  charge  than  the  one  upon  which  his  extradition 
was  asked  *  adding :  "  That  an  offender  against  the  justice 
of  his  country  can  acquire  no  rights  by  defrauding  that 
justice.  Between  him  and  the  justice  he  has  offended 
no  rights  accrue  to  the  offender  by  flight.  He  remains 
at  all  times  and  everywhere  liable  to  be  called  to  answer 
to  the  law  for  his  violation  thereof,  provided  he  comes 
within  the  reach  of  its  arm."  In  the  Qm\,  Lawrence 
pleaded  guilty  to  Uie  indictment,  which  charged  him  sub- 
stantially with  the  crimes  for  which  he  had  been  sur- 
rendered ;  sentence  was  postponed,  and  he  was  admitted 
to  bail.t 

Whilst  Lawrence's  case  was  pending,  a  demand  was 
made  by  the  United  States  on  England  for  the  extradi- 
tion of  one  Ezra  D.  Winslow,  accused  of  forging  and 

•  Vide  United  States  v,  Caldwell,  ante,  p.  77,  and  8  Blatoh.  Gir. 
Ct.  Bep.,  131 ;  Adriance  v.  Lagrave,  59  N.  Y.,  110,  and  ante,  p.  80. 

t  Parliamentary  Papers,  North  America,  No.  2  (1876).  Farther 
Correspondenoe  respecting  Extradition  (C — 1526),  p.  14,  No.  14.  13 
Blatcb.  Gir.  Gt.  Bep.,  295.  The  following  is  a  collection  of  cases  and 
authorities  bearing  on  the  question  raised  in  Lawrence's  case  t^- 
WiUiams  v.  Beacon,  10  Wendell,  636 ;  Adriance  v,  Lagrave,  59  N.  Y., 
110 ;  U.  S.  V.  Caldwell,  8  Blatch.  Cir.  Ct.  Bep.,  131 ;  Barley's  case, 
1  Upper  Canada  L.  J.  (N.S.),  20;  In  re  Heilbronn,  12  N.  Y.  Leg. 
Obs.,  66;  Beg.  r.  Yon  Aemam,  4  Upp.  Can.  Beps.  G.  P.,  288;  Ee 
Paxton,  10  Low.  Can.  Jurist,  212, 11  Low.  Can.  Jurist,  352 ;  Com- 
monwealth V.  Hawes,  13  Bash  (Ey.),  697;  14  Cox,  C.  C.,  135.  Beport 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  Extradition  (1868) :  Mr.  Hammond's 
answer.  No.  1086;  Mr,  Mullen's  answers,  Nos.  1214  and  1216. 

G  2 
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uttering  forged  paper  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States.  Lord  Derby,  however,  on  behalf  of  her 
Majesty's  Government,  absolutely  refused  to  surrender 
him  unless  and  until  the  United  States  Government  gave 
an  assurance  that  the  said  Winslow  should  not,  until  he 
had  been  restored  or  had  an  opportunity  of  returning  to 
her  Majesty's  dominions,  be  detained  or  tried  in  the 
United  States  for  any  offence  committed  prior  to  his 
surrender  other  than  the  extradition  crimes  proved  by  the 
facts  on  which  the  surrender  would  be  grounded.* 

In  the  case  of  Hawesf  in  1878  the  Court  of  Appeals 
of  Kentucky  took  the  opposite  view  to  that  taken  in  the 
cases  of  Caldwell,  Lawrence,  and  Lagrave.  Hawes  was 
surrendered  by  Canada  on  charges  of  forgery,  and  it  was 
held  that  he  could  not,  while  in  the  custody  of  the  Court 
under  such  surrender,  be  tried  upon  an  indictment  for 
embezzlement,  on  the  ground  that  the  specification  in  the 
treaty.of  certain  crimes  as  grounds  of  surrender,  negatives 
by  implication  the  right  to  try  for  other  crimes  the 
person  surrendered.  The  Texas  Court  of  Appeals  in 
1881  in  the  case  of  Blandford  v.  State,  t  and  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Ohio  in  1883  in  State  v.  Vanderpool,§  took  a 
similar  view  to  that  adopted  in  the  case  of  Hawes. 

In  1886  the  question  was  raised  in  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of  William  Eauscher, 
who  was  surrendered  by  Great  Britain  under  the  treaty 

»  Parliamentary  Papers,  N.  America,  No.  1  (1876),  p.  61,  No.  130. 
t  Commonwealth  v.  Hawes,  13  Bush  (Ky.),  697;  14  Cox, CO.,  135. 
J  10  Tex.  Ct.  of  App.,  627,  §  39  Ohio  St.,  273, 
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of  1842  upon  a  charge  of  murder  on  the  high  seas  of  one 
Janssen.  He  was  put  on  his  trial  before  the  Circuit 
Court  of  the  Southern  District  of  New  York,  not  for 
murder,  but  upon  an  indictment  (under  section  5347 
of  the  U.  S.  Eevised  Statutes)  which  charged  him  with 
cruel  and  unusual  punishment  of  the  said  Janssen,  who 
was  one  of  the  crew  of  an  American  vessel  of  which 
Eauscher  was  an  officer.  The  punishment  charged  con- 
sisted of  the  identical  acts  proved  in  the  extradition 
proceedings.  The  substantial  question  for  the  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court  was  whether  under  the  circum- 
stances stated  the  defendant  could  be  tried  upon  this 
indictment,  and  the  majority  of  the  Court  (Miller  and 
Gray,  JJ.)  decided  that  he  could  not.  Miller,  J.,  held 
that  treaties,  being  in  the  United  States  part  of  the  law 
of  the  land,  must  be  judicially  construed,  and  that  such  a 
construction  of  the  treaty  of  1842  limited  the  power  of 
the  United  States  Courts  to  try  persons  surrendered 
under  it,  to  the  offence  for  which  the  surrender  was 
made,  and  that  this  view  was  strengthened  by  the  terms 
of  the  provisions  made  in  the  Revised  Statutes  (sec.  5275) 
for  the  protection  of  persons  extradited  to  the  United 
States.  Gray,  J.,  based  his  decision  on  the  words  of  the 
Statutes  alone.  Chief  Justice  Waite  dissented,  on  the 
ground  that  the  treaty  contained  no  express  limitation 
of  the  authority  of  the  Courts  to  try  prisoners,  and  that, 
if  any  exercise  of  their  jurisdiction  amounted  to  a  viola- 
tion of  international  obligations,  the  only  remedy  was  by 
diplomatic  action. 
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In  another  case  which  was  before  the  Supreme  Court 
about  the  same  time,  the  prisoner  (Frederick  Ker)  com- 
plained, not  that  he  had  been  brought  into  the  country 
under  a  treaty  which  limited  the  powers  of  the  Court  to 
try  him  so  as  to  exclude  the  offence  for  which  he  was 
tried,  but  that  he  had  been  brought  from  Peru  by  forcible 
proceedings  which  were  mere  kidnapping.  The  Court 
held  that  this  gave  him  no  right  to  their  protection, 
whatever  might  be  his  right  of  suing  the  person  who 
had  wrongfully  brought  him  from  Peru,  or  those  of  the 
Peruvian  Government  of  complaining  of  his  unauthorised 
seizure  within  their  territory. 

It  has  not  been  thought  expedient  to  set  out  in  full 
cases  of  extradition  which  have  occurred  between  the 
different  States  in  America.  The  list  given  below*  may, 
however,  be  found  useful. 

*  Malpasfl  V.  Caldwrell,  70  N.  C,  130;  Expaiie  White,  49  CaL 
434 ;  Ex  parte  Cnbrath,  49  CaL,  436 ;  Morton  v.  Skmner,  48  Ind., 
123;  People  r.  Brady,  56  N.  Y.,  182;  Be  Buell,  3  Dill.,  116; 
Matter  of  Briacoe,  51  How  (N.  Y.),  Pr.,  422 ;  Hibler  t;.  State,  43 
Tex.,  197 ;  Ex  paHe  Eosenblat,  51  Cal.,  285 ;  Ex  parte  Romanes,  1 
Utah  T.,23;  Be  Titus,  8  Ben.,  411 ;  People  v.  Pinkerton,  17  Hun. 
(N.  Y.),  199 ;  Leary's  case,  6  Abb.  (N.  Y.),  N.  Cas.,  48 ;  Ham  v.  State. 
4  Tex.  App.,  645 ;  Work  v,  Comngton,  34  Ohio  St.,  64 ;  Sheldon  v. 
McKnight,  34  Ohio  St.,  316 ;  Ex  parte  Ammones,  34  Ohio  St,  518 ; 
Wilcox  V,  Notze,  34  Ohio  St.,  520;  Hartman  r.  Avcl'ne,  63  Ind. 
344;  Be  Wahl,  15  Blatch,  C.  Ct.,  334 ;  Jones  v.  Leonard,  50  Iowa, 
106 ;  Be  Miles,  62  Vt.,  609 ;  Ex  parte  Sweavingen,  13  S.  C,  74 ; 
State  V.  Swope,  72  Mo.,  399;  Tullis  v.  Fleming,  69  Ind.,  16;  Ex 
parte  Leary,  10  Ben.,  197;  People  v,  Donohue,  84  N.  Y.,  438;  iJe 
Cannon,  47  Mich.,  481 ;  Be  Hooper,  52  Wis.,  699 ;  Ex  parte  Lor* 
raine,  16NeT.,  63. 
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A  Convention  amending  the  extradition  clause  of  the 
Ashburton  Treaty  was  signed  in  London  on  June  25th 
1886  by  Mr.  Phelps  and  Lord  Eoseberry.  Its  most 
important  provisions  were  those  of  Article  L,  which 
extended  that  Treaty  to  the  following  crimes: — man- 
slaughter; burglary;  embezzlement  or  larceny  of  the 
value  of  fifty  dollars  or  ten  pounds  and  upwards ;  and 
malicious  injuries  to  property  whereby  the  life  of  any 
person  should  be  endangered,  if  such  injuries  constituted 
a '  crime  according  to  the  law  of  both  countries- 
Article  v.,  which  provided  that  a  fugitive  criminal 
should  not,  without  having  had  an  opportunity  of 
returning  to  the  State  by  which  he  was  surrendered, 
be  detained  or  tried  for  any  offence  committed  prior  to 
his  surrender  other  than  the  extradition  crime  proved 
by  the  facts  on  which  the  sunender  was  granted — and 
Article  VI.,  which  provided  that  extradition  should  be 
carried  out  in  the  United  States  and  in  Her  Majesty's 
dominions  respectively,  subject  to  and  in  conformity 
with  the  forms  prescribed  by  the  laws  regulating 
extradition  for  the  time  being  in  force  in  the  surrender- 
ing State. 

This  Convention  has  not,  however,  up  to  the  present 
date  been  ratified. 
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CHAPTER  IV. 

HISTORY    OF  THE  LAW   IN   CANADA. 

The  law  of  Canada,  with  regard  to  extradition,  has  been 
closely  connected  with  that  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
Canadian  provinces  were  before  the  mother  country  in 
their  recognition  of  international  duty  upon  this  subject. 
In  1827,  Joseph  Fisher,  an  alien,  was  arrested  in  Lower 
Canada,  charged  with  larceny  in  Vermont,  and  an  order 
was  made  by  the  governor  of  the  province  for  his  ren- 
dition to  that  state,  although  no  treaty  existed.  A  habeas 
corpus  was  awarded,  and  Chief-Justice  Eeid,  before 
whom  the  case  was  heard,  after  full  argument  and  con- 
sideration, refused  the  discharge.  In  his  judgment  he 
adopted  the  principles  laid  down  by  Chancellor  Kent  in 
the  decision  in  Washburn's  case,*  and  enforced  them  bv 
some  weighty  comments  of  his  own.  He  said,  "The 
right  of  surrender  is  founded  on  the  principle  that  he 
who  has  caused  an  injury  is  bound  to  repair  it,  and  he 
who  has  infringed  the  laws  of  any  country  is  liable  to 
the  punishment  inflicted  by  those  laws.  If  we  screen 
him  from  that  punishment  we  become  parties  to  bis  crime 
we  excite  retaliation,  we   encourage  criminals    to    take 

*  See  antCi  p.  3y. 
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refuge  among  us.  We  do  that  as  nations  which  as  indi- 
viduals it  would  be  dishonourable,  nay  criminal,  to  do.  If, 
on  the  contrary,  we  deliver  up  the  accused  to  the  offended 
nation,  we  only  fulfil  our  part  of  the  social  compact,  which 
directs  that  the  rights  of  nations  as  well  as  individuals 
shall  be  respected,  and  a  good  understanding  maintained 
between  them,  and  this  is  the  more  requisite  among 
neighbouring  States,  on  account  of  the  daily  communication 
which  must  necessarily  subsist  between  them."  *  This 
fugitive  was  accordingly  delivered  up,  but  the  Government 
did  not  accept  as  conclusive  this  well-reasoned  rule.  In 
1833  an  application  was  made  by  the  Governor  of  New 
York  to  Lord  Aylmer,  then  Governor  of  Canada,  for  the 
extradition  of  four  men  who  had  crossed  the  boundary, 
and  barbarously  murdered  a  young  woman  in  the  town  of 
Champlain.  Lord  Aylmer  refused  the  application,  saying, 
in  his  reply,  "  It  is  not  competent  to  the  Executive,  in  the 
absence  of  any  regulation  by  treaty  or  legislative  enact- 
ment on  the  subject,  to  dispense  with  the  provision  in 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act.  The  subject  has  received  every 
consideration,  and  I  very  much  regret  to  say  the  opinion 
of  the  Attorney-General  is  confirmed  by  a  majority  of 
those  who  have  been  called  upon."  (Letter  of  Lord 
Aylmer  to  General  Marcy  27th  May  1833.)  t  However, 
in  the  same  year,  the  province  of  Upper  Canada  remedied 
this  defect  in  her  laws  by  the  passing  of  a  short  but  com- 
prehensive Act  upon  the  subject.     Tlie  Act  3  William  IV., 

*  1  Stuart,  Can.  Rep.,  245.    Qaoted,  Robinson's  Practice,  i.  9. 
t  See  Holmes  i*i  Jcnnison,  14  Peters,  540. 
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c.  G,  was  entitled,  "  An  Act  respecting  the  apprehension 
of  fugitive  ofifenders  from  foreign  countries,  and  delivering 
them  up  to  justice/'  and  its  object  was  recited  to  be 
"for  the  apprehending  and  delivering  up  of  felons  and 
other  malefactors,  who  having  committed  crimes  in  other 
countries  seek  an  asylum  in  Upper  Canada." 

It  enacted — 

"  1.  In  case  murder,  forgery,  larceny,  or  other  crimes 
punishable  by  the  laws  of  Upper  Canada  with  death  or 
confinement  at  hard  labour,  be  charged  to  have  been 
committed  within  the  jurisdiction  of  a  foreign  country 
by  a  person  who  has  fled  to  or  sought  refuge  in  Upper 
Canada, — and  in  case  a  requisition  for  the  surrender  of 
such  person  be  made  by  the  government  of  such  country, 
or  by  its  ministers  or  officers  authorised  to  make  the 
same, — ^then  upon  such  evidence  of  criminality  as  would 
warrant  his  apprehension  and  commitment  for  trial  had 
the  oflfence  been  committed  in  Upper  Canada,  the  Governor 
may,  in  his  discretion,  by  and  with  the  advice  of  the 
Executive  Council,  deliver  such  person  up  to  justice,  and 
direct  his  transmission  to  the  custody  of  such  foreign 
government. 

"  2.  For  preventing  the  escape  of  any  person  so  cliargctl, 
before  an  order  for  his  transmission  can  be  obtained  from 
the  Governor,  any  judge  or  justice  of  the  peace  in  Upper 
Canada,  acting  within  his  jurisdiction,  upon  such  evidence 
on  oath  as  satisfies  him  that  the  person  accused  stands 
charged  with  some  crime  of  the  description  hereinbefore 
specified,  or  that  there  is  good  ground  to  suspect  him  to 
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have  been  guilty  thereof,  may  issue  his  warrant  for  the 
apprehension  and  commitment  of  such  person,  in  order 
that  he  may  be  detained  in  secure  custody  imtil  application 
can  be  made  to  the  Governor  for  his  surrender,  and  imtil 
an  order  can  be  made  thereon. 

"  3.  But  it  shall  not  be  incumbent  upon  the  Governor 
in  Council  to  deliver  up  any  person  so  charged,  if  for  any 
reason  he  deems  it  inexpedient ;  and  if  any  person  com- 
mitted under  this  Act  be  detained  in  custody  beyond  the 
time  reasonably  required  for  canying  the  provisions  hereof 
into  effect,  such  person  may  be  discharged  upon  habeas 
corpus." 

This  Act  was  incorporated  in  the  Consolidated  Statutes 
of  Upper  Canada,  as  22  Vict.  c.  96,  but  was  repealed  by 
23  Vict.  c.  41,  other  legislation  extending  to  the  whole  of 
Canada  having  rendered  it  unnecessary. 

Only  one  question  of  difficulty  seems  to  have  arisen 
under  this  Act,  and  the  case  is  not  reported,  but  was 
mentioned  by  Lord  Campbell  in  the  House  of  Lords.* 
While,  as  Sir  John  Campbell,  he  was  Attorney-General 
(1834-1841),  a  slave  escaped  from  his  master  in  the  State 
of  New  York,  and  got  to  Canada.  To  facilitate  his  escape, 
he  rode  a  horse  of  his  master's  for  a  part  of  the  way,  but 
turned  it  back  on  reaching  the  frontier.  The  authorities 
of  New  York,  knowing  the  Canadian  Government  would 
not  give  him  up  as  a  fugitive  slave,  took  a  bill  of  indict- 
ment before  the  grand  jury  at  New  York,  and  got  a  true 

*  60  Hansard,  p.  326.  See  this  case  referred  to  in  Forsyth's 
Cases  and  Opinions  on  Const.  Law,  870* 
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bill  returned  for  felony  in  stealing  the  horse,  and  then 
claimed  him.  The  Canadian  Government  consulted  the 
English  Government,  and  the  Attorney-General  advised 
that  the  man  could  not  be  given  up,  as  the  essential  in- 
gredient of  the  felony,  the  animus  furandi,  was  wanting 
in  his  act,  and  the  true  bill,  where  no  felony  had  in  fact 
been  committed,  did  not  bring  the  case  within  the  law. 

In  the  case  of  Reg.  v,  Tubbee  it  was  held  by  Macaulay, 
C.  J.,  that  the  statute  3  Wm.  IV.  c.  6  was  superseded  by  the 
Ashburton  treaty  so  far  as  concerned  Great  Britain,  Canada, 
and  the  United  States,  but  remained  in  force  with  respect 
to  other  countries.  The  prisoner,  who  was  charged  with 
bigamy  committed  in  the  United  States,  was  therefore 
discharged,  the  ofifence  being  within  the  statute,  but  not 
the  treaty.  The  chief  justice  in  this  case  laid  down  that 
a  judge  at  chambers  has  power  to  review  and  decide 
upon  the  suflSciency  of  the  evidence  returned  by  the 
committing  magistrate,  or  if  necessary  to  hear  further 
testimony* 

By  virtue  of  the  Act  of  1833,  the  treaty  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain,  concluded  in  1812,t  had 
immediate  operation  in  the  province  of  Upper  Canada ; 
but  the  Act  passed  in  the  following  year,  to  give  elfect 
to  the  treaty  in  the  United  Kingdom,  was  found  incon- 
venient in  its  application  to  a  territory  so  extensive  as 
Canada.  Accordingly,  under  the  fifth  section  of  the 
Imperial  Act  (6  &  7  Vict.  c.  7G),  a  Colonial  Act  was 
passed  (12  Vict.  c.  19) ;  and  it  being  left  to  Her  Majesty 
•  1  Upper  Can.  Prac.  Reps.,  98.  f  See  anfc,  p.  47. 
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to  fix  the  day  of  its  coming  into  operation,  an  Order  in 
Council  was  made  on  the  28th  March  1850,  and  proclaimed 
in  May  of  the  same  year,  by  which  the  operation  of  the 
Imperial  Act  in  the  colony  was  suspended.  The  Cana< 
dian  Act  was  afterwards  put  in  the  schedule  of  Eepealed 
Statutes  in  the  Consolidated  Statutes  (Canada)  of  1 859,  but 
was  re-enacted  in  terms  in  those  statutes  as  22  Vict.  c.  89. 
The  preamble  recited  that  the  provision  of  the  Imperial 
Act,  requiring  that  before  the  arrest  of  a  fugitive  offender, 
a  warrant  should  issue  under  the  hand  and  seal  of  the 
person  administering  the  government,  to  certify  that  a 
requisition  had  been  made  on  the  authority  of  the  United 
States,  had  been  found  inconvenient,  "  inasmuch  as  by  the 
delay  occasioned  by  compliance  with  the  said  provision, 
the  offender  may  have  time  afforded  him  for  eluding  pur- 
suit"; and  the  first  clause  of  the  statute  enacted,  that 
upon  complaint  made,  any  of  the  judges  of  the  superior 
courts  in  the  province,  or  any  of  Her  Majesty's  justices  of 
the  peace  in  the  same,  might  issue  a  warrant  for  the  appre<- 
hension  of  the  person  charged  ;  *  and  if  the  evidence  on 
the  hearing  should  **  be  deemed  by  him  sufficient  to  sus- 
tain the  charge  according  to  the  laws  of  the  province,"  he 

*  In  the  case  of  Asher  Warner  (1  U.  C.  Law  Jonmal,  16),  the 
prisoner  had  been  tried  in  the  United  States  for  forgery  and 
found  guilty  by  the  jury,  but  was  allowed  to  be  out  on  bail  pend- 
ing the  decision  of  a  point  of  law.  It  was  decided  against  him, 
but  no  sentence  passed,  as  in  the  interval  he  had  made  his  escape 
to  Canada.  It  was  held  that  he  was  a  person  charged  or  accused 
within  the  terms  of  the  treaty  and  statutesi  and  might  therefore 
be  surrendered  to  the  United  States. 
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gboold  certify  the  same,  with  a  copy  of  all  the  testimony,  to 
the  Governor.  The  other  clauses  were  substantially  the 
same  as  those  of  the  Imperial  Act ;  but  a  few  alterations 
were  made,  which  were  removed  by  a  later  statute.  By 
the  24  Vict,  c,  6  (Canada  *),  the  first  three  sections  of  the 
22  Vict.  c.  89  were  repealed,  and  others  substituted  for 
them.  In  the  first  of  the  repealed  sections  jurisdiction 
had  been  given  to  the  justices  of  the  superior  courts  of 
the  province,  and  to  the  justices  of  the  peace.  In  the 
new  provision  the  latter  were  omitted,  and  jurisdiction 
was  given  to  "  any  judge  of  any  of  Her  Majesty's  superior 
courts  of  the  province,  or  any  judge  of  a  county  court  in 
Upper  Canada,  or  any  recorder  of  a  city  in  the  province, 
or  any  police  magistrate  or  stipendiary  magistrate  in  this 
province,  or  any  inspector  and  superintendent  of  police 
empowered  to  act  as  a  justice  of  the  peace  in  Lower 
Canada."  The  former  statute  had  authorised  the  delivery 
to  the  United  States,  "  or  any  of  such  States,"  for  crimes 
committed  "  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States 
or  any  of  such  States."  In  the  amended  clauses,  the 
words,  "  or  any  of  such  States,"  were  everywhere  struck 
out.  Two  other  alterations  were  made  in  the  rules  of 
procedure,  in  order  to  bring  the  law  into  harmony  with 
that  of  the  United  Kingdom.     The  evidence  produced 

*  This  statute  was,  as  a  matter  of  precaution,  sanctioned  by 
the  Queen  in  Council  at  a  Court  holden  at  Balmoral  Oct.  11, 1861. 
1  Upper  Canada  L.  J.  (N.  S.)i  60.  In  the  argument  in  the  St 
Alban's  Raid  case,  Mr.  Abbott  said  that  it  was  hastily  passed, 
to  facilitate  the  extradition  of  fugitive  slaves.  St  Alban's  Baid, 
164 
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before  the  magistrate  was  not  to  be  ''  sufficient  to  sustain 
the  charge  according  to  the  laws  of  this  province,"  but 
*'  such  as,  according  to  the  laws  of  this  province,  would 
justify  the  apprehension  and  committal  for  trial  of  the 
person  accused ; "  and  in  the  second  clause,  which  pro- 
vided that  depositions  might  be  produced  when  "  certified 
under  the  hand  of  the  person  or  persons  issuing  such 
warrant,  or  under  the  hand  of  (lie  officer  or  person  having 
the  legal  custody  thereof''  the  latter  words  were  omitted. 

For  the  sake  of   clearness,  these  statutes  have  been 
taken  together ;  but  in  the  year  before  the  latest  amend- 
ments were  made,  a  case   had  arisen  in  Canada  which 
caused  more  excitement,  both  there  and  in  Great  Britain, 
than  had  ever  been  produced  by  a  demand  of  extradition. 
This  was  the  case  of  Anderson.*     In  September  1853, 
John  Anderson,  a  negro  slave,  born  in  the  United  States, 
ran  away  from  his  master.     About  three  weeks  later,  he 
met  and  spoke  to  a  planter  named  Diggs,  who  recognised 
him.    Anderson  asked  Diggs  where  Charles  Givens  lived, 
saying  he  belonged  to  M'Donald,  and  wanted  Givens  to 
buy  him  that  he  might  be  near  his  wife.     Diggs  charged 
him  with  being  a  runaway  slave,  and  refused  to  let  him 
go.     The  law  of  Missouri  declared  that  any  slave  found 
more  than  twenty  miles  from  his  home  should  be  deemed  a 
runaway,  and  that  any  person  might  apprehend  a  negro 
being,  or  suspected  of  being,  a  runaway ;  and  it  provided 
a  reward  for  so  doing.     Diggs,  however,  told  Anderson 

•  Ann.  Beg.  (1861),  520,  Parliamentary  Papers,  1860.   2  Papers 
of  Juridical  Society,  452. 
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to  come  and  get  his  dinner,  and  he  would  then  go  with 
him  to  Givens.  On  the  way,  Anderson  tried  to  make 
his  escape,  and  Diggs  then  called  to  four  negroes  who 
were  with  him  to  give  chase,  saying  they  should  have 
the  reward.  Anderson,  being  overtaken,  drew  •a  knife, 
threatening  to  kill  any  one  who  touched  him.  The 
negroes  kept  off,  but  Diggs  struck  at  him  with  a  stick, 
which  caught  in  a  bush  and  broke,  and  then  Anderson 
stabbed  him  in  the  breast.  Diggs,  turning  to  flee,  caught 
his  foot  in  a  tree  and  fell,  and  Anderson  then  stabbed 
him  in  the  back,  and  after  being  chased  a  short  distance 
by  the  negroes,  succeeded  in  making  his  escape  to 
Canada.  Diggs  shortly  after  died  of  his  woimds.  Ander- 
son lived  unmolested  in  Canada  until  1860,  when  he  was 
recognised,  and  was  arrested  on  the  application  of  the 
officers  of  the  State  of  Missouri.  He  was  brought  before 
a  justice  of  the  peace  at  Brantford  on  a  charge  of  murder 
(under  22  Vict.,  c.  89),  and  the  evidence  being  held  suffi- 
cient, he  was  committed  to  prison,  and  an  application  for 
his  extradition  was  made  by  General  Cass,  tlie  United 
States  Secretary  of  State.  A  habeas  corpus  was  applied 
for  on  behalf  of  Anderson,  and  the  question  was  argued 
before  the  Canadian  Court  of  Queen's  Bench.*  Chief- 
Justice  Eobinson  had  some  doubt  whether  the  Court 
could  interfere  at  all  when  the  justice  had  made  the 
required  certificate.f  In  his  view  of  the  case,  however, 
tliis  question  was  unimportant,  as,  upon  the  merits,  he 

•  20  Upper  Canada,  Q,  B.  164. 

t  See  Be  Aaher  Warner,  1  Upper  Canada  L.  J.  (N.  S.)  16. 
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thought  the  commitment  right.  The  words  of  the  statute 
being,  "  if,  on  such  hearing,  the  evidence  be  deemed  by 

m  sufficient  to  sustain  the  charge  according  to  the  laws 
of  this  province,"  the  Chief-Justice  held  that  the  provi- 
sion, "according  to  the  laws  of  this  province,"  referred 
only  to  the  means  and  amount  of  proof,  and  not  to  the 
definition  of  the  ofifence.  By  the  municipal  law  of 
Missouri,  Diggs  was  authorised  to  arrest  Anderson ;  and 
by  the  law  of  England,  the  killing  of  a  man  legally  autho- 
rised to  arrest  the  prisoner  was  murder.  Circumstances 
of  justification  were  for  a  jury,  whose  office  the  justice  at 
Brantford  had  no  right  to  assume.  The  fact  that,  if 
acquitted,  he  would  be  returned  to  slavery,  was  not 
material.*  That  was  a  question  for  the  framers  of  the 
treaty. 

Justice  Burns  agreed  with  the  Chief-Justice. 

Justice  M'Lean  dissented,  and  held  the  commitment 
bad  on  three  grounds : — 

1.  The  charge  was,  "  did  wilfully,  maliciously,  and  felo- 
niously stab  and  kill,"  which  was  not  an  express  charge 
of  murder. 

2.  The  warrant  of  committal  commanded  the  gaoler  to 
keep  the  prisoner  "  until  he  shall  be  delivered  by  due 
course  of  law."  This  was  a  bad  commitment,  for  the 
only  way  in  which  he  could  be  so  delivered  was  by  an 
order  of  discharge  from  that  Court-f 

*  See  opinion  of  Sir  F.  Pollock,  Att.-Gen.,  71  Hans.  (3rd  series) 
665. 
t  See  case  of  Jacques  Besset,  14  L.  J.  (M.  C),  17 ;  posf  p.  130. 
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3.  The  words,  **  according  to  the  law  of  this  province/' 
applied  to  the  nature  of  the  crime,  not  merely  to  the 
quantity  of  evidence ;  and  as  the  law  of  Canada  did  not 
Tecogmse  slavery,  Anderson  could  not  be  held  to  have 
committed  murder  in  resisting  an  unlawful  detention. 

In  accordance  with  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the 
Court,  the  prisoner  was  remanded ;  but  notice  was  given 
of  an  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Error  and  Appeal  in  Upper 
Canada.  By  this  time  the  case  had  created  much  excite- 
ment in  England,  and  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
addressed  a  despatch  to  the  (rovemor  of  Canada,  instruct- 
ing him  not  to  issue  his  warrant  for  the  extradition  of 
Anderson, .  even  if  the  judgment  of  the  Queen's  Bench 
were  upheld  on  appeal.  Her  Majesty's  Government,  he 
said,  were  not  satisfied  that  the  decision  of  the  Court  at 
Toronto  was  in  conformity  with  the  views  of  the  treaty 
which  had  hitherto  guided  the  authorities  in  this  country  ; 
and  they  desired  an  opportunity  of  further  considering  the 
question,  and,  if  possible,  of  conferring  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  upon  the  subject. 

Meanwhile  a  habeas  corpus  was  moved  for  in  the  Queen's 
Bench  at  Westminster  upon  the  affidavit  (a  singularly 
meagre  one)  of  M.  Chamerovzov,  the  Secretary  of  the 
British  and  Foreign  Anti-Slavery  Society.  The  question 
was  argued  on  behalf  of  the  prisoner  by  Edwin  James,  Q.C., 
Flood,  and  Gordon  Allan,  before  Chief-Justice  Cockbum, 
and  Justices  Crompton,  Hill,  and  Blackburn. 

The  question  was  whether  the  Crown,  by  concurring 
in  the  establishment  of  a  separate  judicature  for  Canada, 
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had  vested  in  the  courts  of  that  country  the  exclusive 
right  of  issuing  a  habeas,  and  the  Court  unanimously 
held  that  as  the  Legislature,  in  establishing  that  local 
judicature,  had  not  expressly  abrogated  the  jurisdiction 
in  this  matter  possessed  by  the  courts  at  Westminster, 
they  were,  while  sensible  of  the  inconvenience  which 
might  result  from  such  a  course,  bound  by  the  precedents 
quoted  to  grant  the  writ.* 

It  was  not,  however,  needed.  Before  it  arrived  in 
Canada,  the  case  had  been  brought  by  habeas  corpus 
before  the  Canadian  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  and  that 
Court  had,  chiefly  on  technical  grounds,  overruled  the 
judgment  of  the  Queen's  Bench,  and  dischso^ged  the 
prisoner.!  The  most  important  question  in  the  case 
thus  remained  without  final  decision  beyond  that  of  the 
Canadian  Queen's  Bench.  It  has,  however,  been  raised 
in  other  cases,  which  will  be  considered,  and  the  matter 
discussed  in  a  later  chapter  of  this  book.} 

The  Civil  War  in  the  United  States  gave  rise  in 
Canada  to  two  cases  of  great  importance.  They  were 
almost  contemporaneous,  and  arose  out  of  very  similar 
circumstances,  and  involved  the  same  question  of 
law.     Slightly  the  first  in  order  of  time  was  the  case 

♦  80  L.  J.  Q.  B.,  129;  9  W.  B.,  225;  7  Jur.  N.  S.  122;  3  L.  T. 
N.  S.,  622.  In  oonseqaence  of  this  decision,  the  Act  25  &  26  Vict, 
c.  20,  was  passed,  which  provided  that  no  writ  of  habeas  corpus  shall 
issue  out  of  any  oonrt  in  England  to  any  colony  or  foreign  dominion 
of  the  Grown  in  which  any  court  exists  having  power  to  issue 
and  insure  the  due  execution  of  such  writ. 

t  10  Canadian  G.  P.,  60.  X  See  poet. 

H   2 
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of  Burley,  who   was    demanded  by  the   United    States 
on    a    charge    of    robbery    committed    on   board    the 
steamer  FhUo  Parsons  on  Lake  Erie*   on  the  19th  of 
September    1864.     Being  brought  before  the  Recorder 
of    Toronto    he    pleaded    in   justification    that  he  was 
a   commissioned    officer    in  the   service  of    the  Confe- 
derate States,  that  he   was    entitled  to  be  regarded  as 
a  belligerent,  and  that  his  object  in  taking  forcible  pos- 
session of  the  Philo  Parsons,  of  which  act  the  robbery 
with  which  he  was  charged  was  part,  was  to  use  her  as 
a  means  to  enable  his  party  to  effect  the  release  of  the 
Southern  prisoners  confined  on  Johnson's  Island.     He 
further  objected  that  he  was  a  British  subject,  and  as 
such  could  not  be  surrendered  to  the  United  States  under 
the  treaty.     The  Eecorder  overruled  the  objection  as  to 
nationality,  holding  that  the  words  "  all  persons  "  in  the 
statute   were  subject  to  no  exception   on  this  ground. 
He  admitted  evidence  of  the  matters  alleged  in  justifi- 
cation, granting  the  adjournments  necessary  to  allow  the 
accused  to  produce  his  witnesses.     Upon  consideration 
of  such  evidence,  however,  he  held  that  the  prisoner, 
having  violated  neutral    territory    and   been   guilty   of 
robbery  of  a  non-combatant,  which  was  not  an  act  of 
lawful  war,  was  within  the  treaty,  and  committed  him 
to  prison  with  a  view  to  his    surrender.     A  writ  of 
habeas  corpus  was  thereupon  granted  by  Hagarty,  J., 
and    upon  return    made,    the   case   was    argued    before 

*  1  Upper  Canada,  L.  J.  (N.  S.)  20.    See  also  1  Local  Coarts 
and  Municipal  Ga7.ett«,  Toronto,  10  (1865). 
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Chief-Justice  Draper,  (Q.B.,)  Chief-Justice  Bichards, 
(C.P.,)  (who  had  been  requested  by  Chief -Justice  Draper 
to  sit  with  him)  and  Justices  Hagartj  and  Wilson.  These 
judges  unanimously  remanded  the  prisoner,  saying  that 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  were  so  suspicious,  that  if 
it  had  been  a  case  within  their  own  territory,  the  magis- 
trate would  not  have  been  justified  in  discharging  him. 
Burley  had  no  commission,  but  his  acts  were  avowed  and 
assumed  in  a  manifesto  by  President  Davis. 

Justice  Wilson  on  this  point  said, "  There  is  an  obvious 
distinction  betweeen  an  order  to  do  a  belligerent  act,  and 
the  recognition  and  avowal  of  such  act  after  it  has  been 
done.  The  one  is  an  act  of  war,  the  other  an  act  of 
established  government  The  one  is  consistent  with 
what  Great  Britain  acknowledges,  the  other  is  not.  For 
us  judicially  to  give  eflfect  to  the  avowal  and  adoption 
of  these  acts  would  be  to  recognise  the  existence  of 
the  nationality  of  the  Confederate  States,  which  at 
present  our  Government  refuses  to  acknowledge."  *     The 

*  Burley  was  surrendered  and  brought  to  trial  in  the  State 
of  Ohio.  The  judge  ruled  that  if  the  acts  complained  of  had 
a  belligerent  object,  and  were  done  under  the  authority  of  a 
Confederate  Commission,  the  ani/niua  furandi  was  wanting,  and  he 
must  be  found  not  guilty.  The  jury  disagreed,  and  the  prisoner 
being  released  on  very  moderate  bail  did  not  reappear.  The 
minutes  of  the  evidence  taken  in  1868  by  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  contain  a  very  singular  statement  with 
regard  to  this  case,  made  by  the  Bight  Hon.  Edmund  Hammond, 
the  permanent  Under-Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs.  He  said, 
"  It  was  suggested  that  the  American  Government  contemplated 
putting  him  [Burley]  on  his  trial  for  piracy,  which,  however,  did 
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distinction  thus  drawn,  which  has  wider  and  better 
reasons  to  support  it  than  can  be  gathered  from  the 
technical  manner  in  which  Judge  Wilson  expressed  it, 
was  discussed  and  illustrated  in  the  other  and  more 
valuable  case,  that  of  the  St.  Alban's  raiders.*  On  the 
19th  of  October  1864,  Bennett  H.  Young,  with  twenty 
armed  followers,  entered  St.  Alban's  in  Vermont  De- 
claring themselves  Confederate  soldiers,  they  seized  the 
banks,  and  took  possession  of  the  bank-notes  and  secu- 
rities they  contained.  They  secured  a  number  of  the 
citizens,  and  kept  them  under  a  guard  in  a  public  square. 
While  they  were  in  possession  of  the  St.  Alban's  bank, 
a  man  named  Breck  entered  to  pay  a  note.  He  was 
immediately  seized,  and  his  money  was  taken  from  him 

not  proTe  to  have  been  the  case;  but  he  seems  to  have  been 
charged  in  the  United  States,  though  not  before  the  Canadian 
authorities,  with  assaolt  with  intent  to  oommit  murder.  The 
question  was  referred  to  the  law  officers  in  this  country,  and  it 
was  held  that,  if  the  United  States  put  him  bond  fide  on  his  trial 
for  the  offence  in  respect  of  which  he  was  g^yen  up,  it  would  be 
difficult  to  question  their  right  to  put  him  upon  his  trial  also  for 
piracy,  or  any  other  offence  which  he  might  be  accused  of  com- 
mitting within  their  territory,  whether  or  not  such  offence  was  a 
ground  of  extradition  or  even  within  the  treaty."  Answer  1032. 
"  We  admit  in  this  country  that  if  a  man  is  bond  fide  tried  for  the 
offence  for  which  he  was  giyen  up,  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  his 
being  subsequently  tried  for  another  offence,  either  antecedently 
committed  or  not."    Answer  1086. 

*  The  account  of  this  case  is  taken  from  a  volume  published  in 
Montreal  in  1865,  entitled  '  The  St.  Alban*s  Raid :  a  Complete 
end  Authentic  Report  of  all  the  Proceedings.  With  the  Argu- 
ments of  Counsel,  and  the  Opinions  of  the  Jadges>  revised  by 
themselves.    Compiled  by  L.  N.  Benjamin,  B.C.L.* 
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by  two  of  the  raiders.  A  skirmish  ensued ;  the  raiders 
failed  in  an  attempt  to  fire  the  town,  and  made  their 
escape,  having  seized  a  number  of  horses  belonging  to 
inhabitants  of  St  Alban's;  but  on  reaching  Canada, 
fifteen  of  them  were  arrested  without  warrants,  and  with- 
out any  sworn  informations  having  been  taken.  One 
of  the  prisoners,  William  H.  Hutchinson,  was  brought 
before  the  Becorder  of  Montreal  on  a  charge  of  stealing 
the  moneys  of  the  St.  Alban's  bank  and  assaulting  one 
of  the  clerks,  and  was  committed  to  prison.  The  warrant 
of  commitment  ordered  the  gaoler  to  receive  "the  said 
William  H.  Hutchinson  and  him  safely  keep  for  ex- 
amination." An  application  was  made  to  Mr.  Justice 
Badgley  for  a  habeas  corpus,  on  the  ground  that  the 
committal  for  examination,  without  mentioning  the  day, 
was  too  general,  and  also  that  the  information  on  which 
the  warrant  of  commitment  was  issued  stated  that  the 
prisoner  was  apprehended  on  "suspicion  of  felony,"  and 
that  this  was  not  a  sufficient  charge.  A  writ  of  certiorari 
was  at  the  same  time  moved  for  to  bring  up  the  infor- 
mation, which  was  sworn  to  be  of  the  following  purport — 
"  That  Guillaume  Lamothe,  chief  of  police  (by  whom  it 
was  signed),  arrested  the  prisoner  on  suspicion  of  felony 
and  found  on  him  ten  thousand  dollars  in  Franklin 
County  bank  bills,  the  said  bank  being  situate  at  St. 
Alban's  in  the  State  of  Vermont,  one  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  and  that  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  these  bills  were  stolen  by  Hutchinson,  and  others 
with  whom  he  acted  in  concert."     The  habeas  was  granted 
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returnable  immediately,  but  another  commitment  was  at 
once  made  out,  and  returned  with  the  original  one.  This 
second  commitment  was  by  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  the 
city  of  Montreal,  and  in  it  both  defects  were  remedied.* 

On  argument  before  Judge  Badgley,  the  Becorder's 
commitment  was  held  too  general,  and  was  accordingly 
quashed,  another  day  being  appointed  for  hearing  the 
application  of  the  prisoner  to  be  discharged  from  the 
second  warrant.  No  further  separate  proceedings  were, 
however,  taken  in  this  prisoner's  case. 

The  other  prisoners  had  meanwhile  been  brought  before 
Justice  Coursol,  who  had  signed  the  second  warrant  in 
Hutchinson's  case,  and  were  by  him  remanded  for  further 
examination.  They  immediately  petitioned  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  for  a  habeas,  on  the  grounds  (1)  that  the 
magistrate  had  no  power  to  remand  in  cases  under  the  ex- 
tradition Acts,  and  (2)  that  the  remand  appointed  no  day 
for  the  further  examination,  and  therefore  was  too  general, 
the  statutes  giving  magistrates  power  to  remand  having 
limited  the  time  to  eight  days.  It  appeared,  however, 
that  the  eight  days  had  not  yet  expired.  The  application 
was  peremptorily  refused,  the  judges  holding  that  the 
power  to  remand  was  essential  to  a  magistrate's  per- 
formance  of  his  duties,  and  that  the  irregularity  of  not 

*  The  validity  of  a  second  commitment  was  discnssed  and 
affinned  in  the  case  of  Asher  Warner — 1  Upper  Canada,  L.  J. 
(N.  S.)»  16— and  in  Beg.  v.  Morton  and  Another,  XT.  G.  Beps. 
19  C.  P.  10,  reported  as  Ex  poAie  Greorge  Henry  Martin,  4  Can. 
L.  J.,  198.  See  also  observation  of  Blackburn,  J.,  in  Beg.  i;. 
Tiynan,  j>o«^,  p.  140. 
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fixing  the  day  was  unimportant.  They  expressed  doubts 
whether  they  had  any  jurisdiction  until  after  final  com- 
mitment. 

The  examination  was  then  proceeded  with  by  Judge 
CoursoL 

The  evidence  for  the  prosecution  being  closed,  the 
counsel  for  the  prisoners  applied  for  a  delay  of  thirty  days 
to  enable  them  to  obtain  evidence  for  the  defence. 

The  petition  of  the  prisoners  stated  that  they  desired 
to  prove  and  could  prove  that  the  acts  charged  against 
them  were  done  by  them  as  soldiers  of  the  Confederate 
government,  and  were  duly  authorised  and  directed  by 
the  military  authorities  of  the  Confederate  States,  acting 
under  the  government  thereof,  and  were  acts  of  warfare 
committed  and  performed  in  conformity  with  the  rules 
and  precedents  by  which  civilised  warfare  is  conducted. 
The  application  was  opposed  on  the  part  of  the  Crown, 
and  also  of  the  United  States,  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
not  the  province  of  the  magistrate  to  receive  exculpatory 
evidence  in  cases  under  the  extradition  treaty,  as  he 
would  be  thereby  virtually  assuming  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  American  Courts  to  try  the  accused. 

Judge  Coursol  said,  "  I  totally  differ  from  that  view, 
and  for  this  obvious  reason,  that  the  Act,  to  give  efiect  to 
the  treaty,  requires  that  I  should  be  perfectly  satisfied  of 
the  criminality  of  the  act  of  the  accused  according  to  our 
own  law.  The  afBdavit  shows  that  the  accused  propose 
to  prove  that  anything  they  may  have  done  was  an  act  of 
legitimate  warfare,  and  as  international  law  is  a  part  of 
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the  common  law  of  this  country,  affecting  the  character 
of  homicide  and  other  felonies  when  committed  under 
special  circumstances,  I  cannot  be  prepared  to  give  my 
opinion  upon  the  evidence  of  criminality  until  I  have  the 
whole  case  before  me."  He  added,  that  in  the  Chesa- 
peake,* and  other  cases,  witnesses  for  the  defence  were 
examined  without  objection.  The  delay  was  therefore 
granted,  a  promise  being  given  in  writing  by  the  prisoners 
that  they  would  not  make  any  application  for  release 
until  the  month  had  expired.  On  the  13th  of  December 
the  inquiry  was  renewed,  and  the  counsel  for  the  prisoners 
then  made  an  objection  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court 
They  contended,  that  in  consequence  of  the  alterations 
made  by  the  24  Vict.,  c.  5,  in  the  provisions  of  the 
22  Vict.,  c.  89,  the  operation  of  the  Imperial  Act  6  &  7 
Vict,  c.  76,  had  revived,  and  that  Act  requiring  a  warrant 
to  be  issued  by  the  Govemor-Greneral  in  the  first  instance, 
which  had  not  been  done  in  this  case,  the  Court  had  no 
jurisdiction  to  arrest  or  detain  the  prisoners.!  Judge 
Coursol  held  the  objection  valid,  and  at  once  discharged 
them. 

Immediately  after  this  discharge,  Mr.  Justice  SmitJi 
issued  a  warrant  similar  to  those  under  whidi  they  had 
been  previously  in  custody,  and  five  of  the  raiders  were 
iB-ttTBBted  near  Quebec  on  the  20th  of  December,  and 
brought  before  him  for  examination. 

At  the  close  of  the  case  for  the  prosecution  the  objec- 
tion which  had  before  succeeded  was  again  raised,  but  in 
*  See  'poiU  p*  137.  f  ^^  anU,  p.  93. 
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an  elaborate  judgment  Mr.  Justice  Smith  overruled  it,  and 
held  that  he  had  jurisdiction.* 

It  was  then  objected  that  the  crime  charged  was  not 
within  the  treaty,  that  it  was  an  offence  against  the  State 
of  Vermont,  and  as  the  State  jurisdiction  of  Vermont  was 
separate  from,  and  independent  of,  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States,  it  was  not  covered  by  the  24  Vict.,  c.  6, 
§  1,  which  only  spoke  of  offences  committed  "  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States."  It  was  contended  that 
this  distinction  was  recognised  by  the  22  Vict.,  c.  89, 
which  spoke  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  "  or 
of  any  of  such  States,"  and  that  these  words  being  omitted 
in  the  later  statute,  it  intentionally  restricted  the  opera- 
tion of  the  treaty  to  crimes  committed  solely  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  Judge  Smith  held  that 
"jurisdiction"  and  "territory"  were  convertible  terms 
when  used  in  the  sense  of  the  treaty  power.  In  the  treaty 
and  in  the  law  the  word  "jurisdiction  "  must  mean  terri- 
torial jurisdiction.  The  words  relied  upon  were  impro- 
perly introduced  into  the  earlier  Act,  and  properly  rejected 
from  the  later  one,  the  law  now  standing  as  if  they  had 
never  been  used  at  all.  Upon  this  decision  being  pro- 
nounced (7th  January  1865)  an  application  was  made 
by  the  prisoners  for  another  delay  of  thirty  days.  Their 
counsel  (Mr.  Abbott,  Q.C.)  thus  laid  down  the  principle 
on  wliich  he  applied — "  If  it  be  really  a  case  of  conflicting 

*  To  remove  any  doubt  upon  this  point  an  Order  in  Gonncil 
was  issued,  4th  February  1865,  declaring  the  Imperial  Act  sus- 
pended so  long  as  the  Provincial  Acts  should  continue  in  force. 
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evidence,  the  fact  of  the  crime  being  committed  being 
proved,  that  is  no  case  for  a  magistrate  to  try ;  it  is  not 
within  his  jurisdiction  to  do  so.  {Judge  Smith, — Clearly 
not ;  it  is  none  of  my  business.)  But  if,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  prisoners  propose  to  show  that  the  act  com- 
mitted does  not  constitute  a  crime  for  which  extmdition 
could  be  demanded,  that  is  a  question  which  the  judge 
must  investigate  and  decide.  In  doing  this  he  does  not 
try  the  robbery,  but  the  application  of  the  treaty." 

Mr.  Abbott  stated  that  a  delay  for  a  similar  purpose 
had  been  granted  in  Burley's  case  (for  thirty  days),  and 
in  another  case  by  Judge  Short  at  Sherbrook. 

In  spite  of  the  strong  opposition  of  the  counsel  for  the 
United  States,  the  delay  was  granted. 

On  the  10th  of  February  an  application  for  further 
delay  was  made  on  affidavit  that  the  solicitor  foi*  the 
defence  had  been  refused  permission  to  pass  the  lines  to 
obtain  the  necessary  papers  from  Eichmond,  and  that 
Lieutenant  Davis,  of  the  Confederate  army,  who  had 
entered  the  Federal  lines  to  receive  despatches  to  take  to 
Bichmond  for  this  purpose,  had  been  captured  and  sen. 
tenced  to  death  as  a  spy. 

Judge  Smith  refused  further  delay.  To  grant  it  would, 
he  said,  be  to  decide  that  the  case  could  not  be  proceeded 
with  until  the  war  was  ended.  Witnesses  were  then 
called  for  the  defence,  chiefly  to  prove  the  authenticity  of 
the  following  documents  which  were  produced  :  Young's 
commission  as  a  lieutenant  in  the  Confederate  service ;  his 
instructions  to  form  a  corps  of  twenty  escaped  prisoners 
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for  special  service ;  the  order  for  the  raid  signed  by  Mr. 

C.  C.  Clay ;  the  muster  rolls  of  the  companies  to  which 

the  prisoners  belonged. 

Upon  this  evidence,  after  long  argument  on  both  sides, 

Judge  Smith,  in  a  very  elaborate  judgment,  discharged 

the  prisoners.     He  held  "  that  the  attack  on  St.  Alban's 

was  a  hostile  expedition,  authorised  both  expressly    and 

impliedly  by  the  Confederate  States,  and  carried  out  by  a 

commissioned  oflBcer  of  their  army  in  command  of  a  party 

of  their  soldiers.     And  therefore  that  no  act  committed  in 

the  course  of,  or  as  incident  to,  that  attack  can  be  made 

the  ground  of  extradition  under  the  Ashburton  treaty." 

The  counsel  engaged  throughout  this  case  were,  Mr. 

Abbott,  Q.C.,  Mr.  Laflamme,  and  Mr.  Kerr,  for  the  prisoners; 

Mr.  Johnson,  Q.C.,  for  the  Crown  ;  and  Messrs.  Devlin  and 

Ritchie  for  the  United  States. 

In  the  year  1866  a  case  occurred  in  Lower  Canada 

involving  the  important  question,  whether  a  person  who 

had  been  surrendered  under  an  extradition  treaty  could, 

when  put  upon  his  trial,  raise  the  question  of  the  validity 

and  the  terms  of  his  extradition.*     One  John  Paxton  was 

charged  with  uttering  a  forged  promissory  note,  knowing 

it  to  be  forged.     A  preliminary  plea  was  put  in  that  the 

prisoner  was  a  resident  in  Chicago  in  the  State  of  Illinois, 

one  of  the  United  States  of  America,  and  that  he  had 

*  Beg.  V,  PaxtoD,  10  Lower  Canada  Jurist,  212.  It  was  laid 
down  in  Ex  parte  Scott,  9  B.  &  C.  446,  in  1829,  that  ii  a  person 
charged  with  a  crime  is  found  within  the  jurisdiction,  the  Court  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  circumstances  under  which  the  said 
prisoner  came  there. 


110  Ji  TREATISE   UPON 

been  thence  extradited  on  a  charge  of  forgery,  and  could 
not  therefore  be  legally  tried  in  Canada  for  any  other 
offence.  A  replication  was  filed  denying  the  truth  of  the 
plea,  and  a  jury  being  empanelled  to  try  the  issue  of 
fact  thus  raised,  found  "  that  the  prisoner  was  extradited 
for  forgery,  whereas  he  is  actually  indicted  for  uttering 
forged  paper." 

The  Grown  prosecutor  thereupon  moved  that  the  finding 
and  verdict  of  the  jury  should  be  set  aside,  and  a  new 
trial  granted  upon  two  grounds,  first,  that  the  prisoner 
had  been  improperly  allowed  the  right  of  peremptory 
challenge;  second,  that  the  warrant  of  the  Governor* 
Greneral  authorising  the  demand  of  the  prisoner  from  the 
United  States  on  the  charge  of  forgery  did  not  afford  any 
evidence  of  the  extradition  as  alleged  in  the  plea.  The 
oase  was  argued  before  the  Crown  side  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  (Montreal)  on  the  20th  October  1866.  The  judges 
differed  in  opinion.  Drummond,  J.,  was  in  favour  of  the 
prisoner  on  both  points;  Badgley,  J.,  in  favour  of  the 
prisoner  on  the  first  point,  but  against  him  on  the  second  ; 
Mondelet,  Assist.-J.,  was  against  the  prisoner  upon  both 
points.  With  regard  to  the  more  important  question  in- 
volved, Badgley,  J.,  and  Mondelet,  A.-J.,  held  that  the 
point  raised  by  the  plea  was  not  a  matter  of  fact  to  be 
submitted  to  a  jury,  but  was  to  be  determined  by  the  Court 
itself.  In  a  very  powerful  judgment,  Dnimmond,  J.,  dis- 
sented from  and  protested  against  this  doctrine.  The 
Court,  however,  decided  that  no  new  trial  should  be  had 
inasmuch  as  no  such  collateral  issue  as  tendered  by  the 
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plea  should  have  been  submitted  to  the  jury ;  that  the 
motion  therefore  should  be  refused,  but  that  the  prisoner 
should  plead  and  answer  to  the  indictment  forthwith,  and 
that  the  trial  thereon  should  proceed.  The  prisoner  was 
thereupon  again  arraigned  upon  the  charge  of  uttering 
forged  paper,  and  being  called  upon  to  plead  to  the  indict- 
ment, said,  '*  I  am  here  by  virtue  of  an  Act  of  Extradition 
upon  the  demand  made  by  his  Excellency  the  Grovemor- 
Greneral  on  the  United  States,  charging  me  with  the  crime  of 
foigery,  and  I  protest  against  being  called  upon  to  plead 
to  or  to  answer  any  other  charge  than  that  for  which  I 
was  so  extradited,  and  I  also  protest  against  the  unfairness 
of  the  Crown  in  denying  the  fact  of  my  extradition,  which 
is  a  violation  of  the  good  faith  which  should  mark  every 
proceeding  under  the  treaty,  and  thus  protesting  plead 
not  guilty."  He  was  tried  and  found  guilty,  but  the  Court 
refused  to  pass  sentence  until  the  Court  of  Appeal  should 
have  pronounced  upon  the  validity  of  the  verdict.  The 
Court  of  Appeal,  consisting  of  the  same  judges  as  decided 
the  question  before,  with  the  addition  of  Duval,  C.J., 
afBrmed  the  conviction.*  It  may  be  observed  that  the 
crime  actually  charged  in  this  case  was  within  the  treaty, 
but  this  does  not  affect  the  important  question  involved. 
The  judgment  established  that  there  was  nothing  in  the 
law  of  Canada  to  prevent  the  Courts  from  trying  a 
surrendered  prisoner  for  an  offence  other  than  that  for 
which  his  extradition  was  granted.!     Now,  however,  by 

*  10  Lower  Canada  Jurist,  212. 

t  See  the  cases  of  B.  B.  Caldwell,  aniCy  p.  77 ;  Heilbronn,  ante. 
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section  23  of  the  Canadian  Extradition  Act  of  1877  (40 
Vict.,  c.  25),  a  surrendered  prisoner  cannot  be  tried  for  any 
other  offence,  if  such  trial  would  be  a  contravention  of  the 
terms  of  the  arrangement  under  which  he  is  surrendered. 
A  further  authority  upon  this  point,  and  in  the  other 
province  of  Canada,  is  found  in  the  judgment  of  Macaulay, 
C.J.,  in  the  case  of  Von  Aernam,  who  was  surrendered  to 
Canada  by  the  United  States  upon  a  charge  of  forgery.* 
After  his  committal  for  trial  an  application  was  made  for 
his  release  on  bail,  on  the  ground  that  there  was  no 
sufficient  proof  of  the  corpus  delicti,  or  of  the  instrument 
being  false  and  fabricated;  and  it  was  urged  upon  his 
behalf  that  the  offence  was  at  the  utmost  only  a  mis- 
demeanour,  namely,  that  of  obtaining  money  by  false 
pretences,  which  was  not  an  offence  within  the  treaty. 
Macaulay,  C.J.,  refused  the  application,  saying,  "  The 
committing  magistrate  has  transmitted  copies  of  all  the 
depositions,  &c.,  before  him,  but  they  are  not  all  that  may 
be  reasonably  supposed  to  exist.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
express  an  opinion  on  the  point,  but  I  am  much  disposed 
to  regard  the  instrument  as  a  forged  bill,  and  even  if  the 
prisoner's  offence  amounted  to  false  pretences  only,  I 
should  hesitate  to  bail  him  under  the  circumstances  under 
which  he  has  been  taken,  surrendered,  and  received  into 
custody.  Being  in  custody,  he  is  liable  to  be  prosecuted 
for  any  offence  which  the  facts  may  support."  t 

pp.  64,  78 ;  Lamirande,  post,  pp.  113, 189    Bennecon  and  Fanre  de 
Monginot,  jpo8f,  pp.  191, 194 
♦  See  (Mitsy  p.  66.  f  Hpper  Can.  Reps.,  4  0.  P.,  288. 
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A  notable  case  which  occurred  in  Lower  Canada,  and  at 
about  the  same  time  as  that  of  Paxton,  showed  that  so  far 
as  the  safeguards  provided  by  extradition  treaties  are 
left  to  the  enforcement  of  Government  officials  they  are 
of  no  great  value.  In  these  matters  the  persons  employed 
to  obtain  the  surrender  have  generally  very  strong  reasons 
for  eflfecting  it  whether  in  accordance  with  the  treaty  or  in 
violation  of  it,  and  they  are  aware  that  the  public  feeling, 
without  which  it  is  difficult  to  induce  a  Secretary  of  State 
to  act,  is  not  likely  to  be  greatly  excited  on  behalf  of  a 
fugitive  criminal.  One  Lamirande,  who  was  cashier  to  the 
Bank  of  France  at  Poitiers,  having  abstracted  large  sums 
of  money  from  the  vaults  of  the  bank,  and  made  entries 
in  the  books  which  he  had  to  keep  which  were  not  correct, 
but  represented  the  sums  which  would  have  been  in  the 
vaults  but  for  his  thefts,  fled  to  Canada,  and  was  claimed  by 
the  French  Government  for  the  crime  of  forgery.  The 
warrant  of  the  Governor-General  having  been  issued,  the 
accused  was  arrested,  and  after  examination  before  a 
police  magistrate,  was,  on  the  22nd  of  August  1866, 
committed  to  gaol  with  a  view  to  his  surrender.  An 
application  was  immediately  made  to  a  judge  in  chambers 
for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus.  There  could  be  no  question 
that  Lamirande  was  entitled  to  his  discharge ;  in  the 
case  of  Charles  Windsor*  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in 
England  had  decided  that  the  offence  which  he  had  com- 
mitted  was  not  forgery  within  the  treaty.  But  at  the 
close  of  the  address  of  his  counsel,  the  counsel  for  the 

•  See  post,  p.  145. 


114  A    TREATISE    UPON 

Bank  of  France  expressed  a  desire  that  the  case  should 
be  adjourned  to  the  following  morning.  It  was  sug- 
gested on  behalf  of  the  prisoner  that  as  he  had  been 
committed  by  the  magistrate  to  await  surrender,  advan- 
tage might  be  taken  of  the  delay  to  remove  him  from 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  court.  This  idea  was  indignantly 
repudiated  by  the  counsel  for  the  Bank,  and  the  judge 
(Drummond,  J.)  granted  the  adjournment.  When  the 
court  sat  on  the  following  morning  it  was  found  that  at 
the  time  the  adjournment  was  asked  for  the  French 
police  officers  were  in  possession  of  the  warrant  of  the 
Governor-General  authorising  the  surrender ;  that  during 
the  night  they  had  made  use  of  this  warrant,  and  that 
Lamirande  was  then  on  his  way  to  Europe. 

The  Governor-General  telegraphed  a  statement  of  the 
facts  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  but  he 
did  not  interfere.  The  friends  of  the  prisoner  telegraphed 
instructions  to  solicitors  in  London  to  endeavour  to  stop  the 
French  police  officers  while  carrying  Lamirande  through 
England ;  but  it  was  vacation  time,  and  there  was  a  diffi- 
culty in  obtaining  or  serving  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus. 

The  usual  diplomatic  correspondence  followed,  with  the 
usual  absence  of  result,  and  meanwhile  Lamirande  was 
convicted  in  France  of  forgery  upon  evidence  which  in 
England  would  clearly  not  have  justified  his  committal  on 
the  charge.* 

•  10  Lower  Canada  Reps.  280 ;  2  Canada  L.  J.  283,  and 
4  Canada  L.  J.  486;  Dalloz,  Juris.  G^n.  1867,  2, 171.  See  post, 
p.  189,  and  see  jadgment  of  Drummond,  J.,  post.  Appendix,  p.  cclii. 
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Of  the  more  recent  cases  decided  in  Canada,  several 
refer  simply  to  matters  of  practice,  and  do  not  need 
any  detailed  examination.*  But  three  cases  in  which 
the  questions  arose  of  the  amount  of  evidence  to  be 
required  by  the  committing  magistrate  and  the  power  of 
the  court  to  review  his  decision  as  to  its  sufficiency,  may 
properly  be  quoted  here. 

In  the  case  of  John  Wesley  Kemott,  the  prisoner  was 
chtu'ged  with  committing  forgery  in  the  State  of  New 
York,  and  after  examination  before  the  Mayor  of  Toronto 
was  committed  with  a  view  to  his  surrender.  Writs 
were  granted  of  habeas  corpus  and  of  certiorari  to  remove 
the  proceedings  into  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas. 
Sullivan,  J.,  sitting  in  chambers,  examined  the  evidence 
given,  and,  pronouncing  it  insufficient,  discharged  the 
prisoner.  He  said  :  "  There  are  suspicions  which  may  arise 
from  the  comparison  of  handwriting,  which  probably 
induced  the  magistrate  to  commit  the  prisoner ;  but  the 
evidence,  on  the  whole,  was  not  such  that  I  could  properly 
submit  to  a  jury  with  a  charge  that  if  they  believed  the 
testimony  the  offence  was  made  out.  It  is  the  duty  of 
all  judges  and  magistrates  to  be  always  ready  to  maintain 
the  public  faith  with  a  foreign  country ;  but  the  citizens 
of  that  country,  when  they  come  amongst  us,  are  entitled 
to  precisely  the  same  measure  of  justice  as  our  own  people. 
Neither  the  treaty  nor  the  statute  contemplates  the  sur- 

*  Beg.  V,  Robinson,  6  Can.  L.  J.  98;  Beg.  v.  Morton  and 
Another,  U.  C.  Beps.  19  C.  P.  (N.  S.  5)  10,  reported  as  Ex  parte 
Martin,  4  Can.  L.  J.  198. 

I   2 
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render  of  an  accused  party  upon  mere  suspicion ;  and  it 
is  well  that  they  do  not,  for  there  are  so  many  induce- 
ments to  procure  the  extradition  of  individuals  upon 
pretence  of  crime  falling  within  the  treaty  so  as  to  restore 
them  to  the  foreign  jurisdiction  for  other  purposes, 
that  a  treaty  less  guarded  than  the  one  under  con- 
sideration might  well  lead  to  great  oppression."  The 
counsel  for  the  prosecution  having  applied  that  the 
prisoner  might  be  detained  until  more  perfect  evidence 
could  be  given,  the  application  was  refused,  the  judge 
saying  he  gave  no  opinion  as  to  whether  the  magistrate 
might  properly  detain  the  accused  on  evidence  amounting 
only  to  ground  for  suspicion,  but  he  was  convinced  it 
would  not  be  right  for  him  to  make  any  such  order.  The 
prisoner  was  fully  committed  on  insuflBcient  evidence,  and 
therefore  was  entitled  to  his  discharge.* 

The  case  of  Eeno  and  Anderson,  which  occurred  in  1868, 
illustrates  the  necessity  of  great  precaution  in  surrendering 
accused  persons  to  a  foreign  State.  They  were  charged 
with  having  attempted  to  commit  murder  in  the  United 
States.  Evidence  of  an  alibi  was  given  on  their  behalf, 
and,  the  magistrate  having  committed  them  with  a  view 
to  thek  surrender,  the  question  of  the  sufficiency  of  the 
evidence  was  raised  before  Draper,  C.J.  He  remanded 
them  into  custody,  saying  that  the  evidence  of  an  alibi 
was  properly  received,  and  might  be  considered  by  the 
Governor-General  in  deciding  whether  he  would  grant  or 
refuse    extradition,  but    that,  if    sufficient    evidence    of 

•  1  U.  C.  Chambers  Reps.  253. 
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criminality  was  given,  the  magistrate  ought  to  commit 
notwithstanding  that  there  was  sufficient  evidence,  if  true, 
to  support  an  alibi.*  The  two  men  were  accordingly 
given  up,  but  were  never  tried.  A  so-called  vigilance 
committee  broke  into  the  gaol  at  Indiana,  where  they 
were  confined,  brought  them  out  in  company  with  two 
brothers  of  Eeno,  and  forthwith  hanged  them. 

In  1869  one  Albert  J.  Gould  was  claimed  by  the  United 
State&t  on  a  charge  of  forgery.  In  this  case  there  was 
clearly  a  primd  facie  case  sufficient  to  justify  the  pri- 
soner's commitment,  if  it  remained  uncontradicted  ;  but 
evidence  was  given  to  displace  it  by  proving  that  he  had 
a  power  of  attorney  from  the  person  whose  name  he 
signed,  authorising  him  so  to  use  the  name.  Upon  this, 
however,  the  person  in  question  was  called,  and  said  that 
he  signed  the  power  of  attorney,  believing  upon  the  repre- 
sentations of  the  prisoner  that  he  was  merely  witnessing 
a  signature,  and  that  the  seal,  as  indeed  appeared  from 
the  document  itself,  was  affixed  after  he  had  so  signed  it. 
The  court  held  that  if  there  were  any  view  of  the  case 
which,  if  submitted  to  a  jury  and  adopted  by  them,  would 
warrant  a  conviction,  that  would  be  sufficient.  Hagarty, 
C.J.,  said :  *'  It  is  no  part  of  my  duty  to  weigh  the  evi- 
dence or  the  probably  favourable  view  a  jury  may  take 
of  the  prisoner's  conduct.  I  find  a  decision  of  the  judge 
before  whom  the  complaint  was  investigated ;  I  find  one 
view  of  the  evidence  adduced  in  which  that  decision  may 
be  upheld ;  and  whatever  opinion  I  might  hold  as  to  the 
•  Reg.  i;.  Reno  and  Anderson,  4  Can.  L.  J.  315. 
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existence  of  other  views,  at  least  as  open  to  adoption,  I 
do  not  think  I  am  called  on  to  interfere."  The  prisoner 
was  therefore  remanded.* 

The  important  rule  that  the  quality  of  the  offence 
charged  is  to  be  determined  by  the  law  of  the  country 
where  the  fugitive  is  apprehended,  was  distinctly  laid 
down  in  the  case  of  Trueman  B.  Smith,  who  was  claimed 
from  Canada  by  the  United  States  in  1869,  upon  the 
charge  of  having  in  the  State  of  Iowa  committed  fprgery 
by  forging,  coining,  counterfeiting,  and  making  spurious 
silver  coin  of  the  stamp  and  imitation  of  the  silver  coin 
of  the  United  States.  He  was  fully  committed,  but  upon 
return  made  to  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  Adam  Wilson,  J., 
said :  "  This  is  unquestionably  not  forgery  by  the  law 
here,  nor  from  the  evidence  given  can  I  assume  it  to  be 
forgery  according  to  the  law  of  the  State  of  Iowa  or  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  if  that  would  make  any 
difference.  The  statute  declares  that  the  offence  charged  t 
must  be  such  as  would,  according  to  the  law  of  this  pro- 
vince, justify  the  apprehension  and  committal  for  trial  of 
the  person  accused  if  the  crime  had  been  committed  here ; 
so  that,  if  not  an  offence  of  the  character  charged  accord- 
ing to  our  law,  the  person  is  not  to  be  apprehended, 
committed,  or  delivered  over  to  the  foreign  State."  t 

In  the  case  of   Bichard   B.    Caldwell,   claimed  from 
Canada  by  the  United  States  in  1870,  it  was  held  that 

•  Reg.  V.  Albert  J.  Gould.  U.  C.  Reps  20  0.  P.  (N.  S.  6),  154. 
t  This  is  obviously  a  mistake ;  the  words  should  be  "  evidence 
given,"  not  **  offence  charged." 

X  4  Can.  L.  J.  118 ;  3  Amer.  Law  Rev.  178. 
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the  uncoiTuborated  evidence  of  accomplices  was  sufficient 
to  make  a  primd  fade  case,  which  would  justify  a  com- 
mittal for  extradition.  It  is  difficult  to  see  how  on  prin- 
ciple or  authority  this  decision  can  be  supported,  and  the 
result  of  the  case  was  a  strong  warning  against  so  lax 
a  rule.  The  prisoner  was  given  up  to  the  United  States 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Ashburton  Treaty,*  charged 
with  forging  certain  documents  ;  he  was  never,  however, 
tried  for  the  offence  for  which,  upon  evidence  so  unsatisfac- 
tory, he  had  been  surrendered,  but  was  tried,  convicted, 
and  punished  for  the  offence  of  bribing  an  officer  of 
the  Customs  and  Bevenue  Departments  of  the  United 
States  —  a  matter  not  within  the  purview  of  the 
extradition  treaty.  Benedict,  J.,  before  whom  the  case 
was  argued  on  demurrer,  said  :  "  While  abuse  of  extradi- 
tion proceedings,  and  want  of  good  faith  in  resorting  to 
them,  doubtless  constitute  a  good  cause  of  complaint  be- 
tween the  two  governments,  mch  complaints  do  not  form 
a  proper  svhject  of  investigation  in  the  Courts^  however 
much  those  tribunals  might  regret  that  they  should  have 
been  permitted  to  arise.  To  hold  otherwise  would,  in  a 
case  like  the  present,  permit  a  person  accused  of  crime  to 
put  the  government  on  trial  for  its  dealings  with  a  foi*eign 

power But  whether  extradited  in  good  faith  or 

not,  the  prisoner,  in  point  of  fact,  is  within  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Court,  charged  with  a  crime  therein  committed  ; 
and  I  am  at  a  loss  for  even  a  plausible  reason  for  holding, 
upon  such  a  plea  as  the  present,  that  the  Court  is  without 
^  8  Stats,  at  Large,  572;  6  Hertslet,  Commercial  Treaties,  862. 
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jurisdiction  to  try  him.  The  question  appears  to  me  to 
be,  not  one  of  jurisdiction  of  the  Court,  but  rather  of 
privilege  from  arrest,  and  I  cannot  say  that  the  fact,  that 
the  defendant  was  brought  within  the  jurisdiction  by 
virtue  of  a  warrant  of  extradition  for  the  crime  of 
forgery,  affords  him  a  legal  exemption  from  prosecution 
for  other  crimes  by  him  committed." 

In  the  case  of  Isaac  Eosenbaum,  whose  extradition 
was  demanded  by  the  government  of  the  United  States 
on  a  charge  of  arson,  the  prisoner  applied  for  leave  to 
produce  evidence  generally.  The  Court,  in  refusing  the 
application,  held,  that,  on  a  proceeding  for  extradition, 
the  judge  or  magistrate  "  acting  in  extradition  "  has  no 
authority  to  hear  the  prisoner's  defence,  though  in  the 
exercise  of  his  discretion  he  may  hear  any  evidence 
which  may  be  tendered  to  show  that  the  ofTence  is  of  a 
political  character,  or  one  not  comprised  in  the  treaty,  or 
that  the  accuser  is  not  to  be  believed  on  oath,  or  that  the 
demand  for  the  prisoner'3  extradition  is  the  result  of 
a  conspiracy.* 

In  the  case  of  Charles  Worms,  who  was  brought  up 
on  a  habeas  corpus,  charged  with  having  "unlawfully 
forged  the  signature  of  the  Honorable  Zachariah  Chandler 
to  a  certain  contract,  in  unitv  with  William  L.  Newman 
and  John  Keller,  with  intent  to  defraud,  and  of  having 
unlawfully  offered,  uttered,  disposed,  and  put  off  the 
said  forged  contract  with  intent  to  defraud,  well  knowing 
'  the  same  to  be  forged,**  Dorion,  C.J.,  in  making  an 
*  In  re  Bosenbaum,  20  Lower  Can.  Jurist,  Q.  B.,  165. 
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order  that  the  prisoner  should  be  remanded  until  he  was 
delivered  up  under  the  treaty,  or  otherwise  discharged 
according  to  law,  held : 

(1)  That  the  expressions  "forgery  "  and  "utterance  of 
forged  paper"  in  the  extradition  treaty  include  every 
crime  falling  under  that  description,  whether  it  amounts 
to  a  felony  or  is  only  a  simple  misdemeanour. 

(2)  That  an  error  in  the  warrant  of  arrest  in  an 
extradition  case  does  not  affect  the  warrant  of  com- 
mitment, if  the  latter  be  in  accordance  with  the  charge 
and  the  evidence  adduced. 

(3)  That  it  is  not  necessary  that  the  depositions  be 
taken  before  the  magistrate  who  issued  the  original 
warrant. 

(4)  That  the  Imperial  Extradition  Act  of  1870  applies 
to  Canada,  and  is  not  inconsistent  with  sec.  132  of  the 
British  North  American  Act 

(5)  That  the  Extradition  Act  merely  requires  that  the 
fugitive  be  charged  with  having  committed,  within  the 
foreign  jurisdiction,  one  of  the  crimes  enumerated  in  the 
treaty,  and  that  the  evidence  of  criminality  be  such  as, 
according  to  the  laws  of  Canada,  would  justify  his 
apprehension  and  trial  if  the  crime  had  been  committed 
in  that  country  ;  and  when  the  authorities  in  the  country 
where  the  offence  was  committed  have  declared,  by  the 
issue  of  a  warrant  for  the  apprehension  of  an  offender, 
that  the  acts  complained  of  constitute  an  extradition 
offence  according  to  their  law,  it  only  remains  for  the 
authorities  in  Canada  to  examine  whether  the  same  acts. 
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if  committed  in  Canada,  would  under  the  Canadian  law 
justify  the  arrest  and  trial  of  the  accused  for  the  same 
oflfence.* 

By  an  Order  in  Council  made  on  the  28th  December 
1882,t  under  sec.  18  of  the  Extradition  Act  of  1870,  the 
operation  of  that  Act  within  the  Dominion  of  Canada  is 
suspended,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  any  foreign  State  to 
which  it  applied  at  the  date  of  the  Order  in  Council, 
during  the  continuance  in  force  of  the  Canadian  Extra- 
dition Act  of  1877  (40  Vict.,  c.  25)  as  amended  by  the 
Act  of  1882  (45  Vict.,  c.  20). 

The  Act  of  1877  regulates  the  Canadian  practice,  but 
it  is  not  to  be  construed  so  as  to  contravene  any  arrange- 
ment made  by  Her  Majesty  with  any  foreign  State 
(sec.  4,  sub- 8.  2). 

*  Application  of  Charles  Worms  for  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  22 
Lower  Can.  Jurist,  109. 
t  London  Gazette,  January  5th,  1883. 
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CHAPTER  V. 

HISTORY   OF   THE   LAW   IN   ENGLAND. 

The  history  of  the  subject  in  England  begins  with  the 
treaties  made  with  the  United  States  in  October  1842, 
and  with  France  in  1843.  There  had  been  one  or  two 
dicta,  not  decisions,  in  the  English  courts,  and  so  far  as 
these  went  they  recognised  the  duty  of  the  extradition  of 
fugitive  criminals ;  but  their  authority  was  very  slight, 
and  it  was  clear  that  the  right  to  habeas  corpus  at 
common  law  or  by  statute  would,  in  the  absence  of  treaties 
or  special  Acts  of  Parliament,  prevent  any  proceedings 
for  the  rendition  of  such  offenders. 

In  1836,  certain  Spanish  convicts  were  wrecked  on  the 
Bahama  Islands  while  proceeding  under  sentence  of  trans- 
portation from  Havannah  to  Cadiz.  The  Lieut-Governor 
of  the  Bahamas  detained  them,  and  the  Attorney-General 
of  the  colony  advised  that  such  of  the  convicts  as  had 
been  convicted  of  the  graver  crimes,  constituting  mala  in 
86,  should  be  delivered  up  to  the  Spanish  Government, 
and  those  convicted  only  of  mala  prohibita  set  at  liberty. 
But  the  Attorney-General  of  England  (Sir  John  Campbell) 
and  the  Solicitor-General  (Sir  B.  M.  Bolfe)  advised  that 
the  Lieut.-Governor  had  no  right  by  the  law  of  England 


124  A   TREATISE    UPON 

to  detain  in  custody  any  persons  merely  on  the  ground  of 
their  having  been  guilty  of  offences  against  the  laws  of 
Spain,  and  that  the  convicts  in  question  having  been 
wrecked  on  an  island  forming  part  of  the  territories  of 
His  Britannic  Majesty  were  entitled  to  be  dealt  with  as 
free  agents  so  long  as  they  conducted  themselves  in  con- 
formity to  the  laws  in  force  in  the  Bahama  Islands.* 

The  provision  for  mutual  extradition  between  the  states 
signing  the  treaty  of  Amiens  in  1802,  contained  in  that 
treaty,  never  came  into  operation  in  consequence  of  the 
speedy  renewal  of  the  war. 

And  the  French  Minister  of  Justice  was  exactly  correct 
in  the  statement  in  his  circular  of  the  5th  April  1841, 
that  extradition  could  not  be  obtained  from  Great  Britain, 
because  her  legislation  did  not  allow  it. 

Only  one  demand  seems  to  have  been  made  upon  Great 
Britain  before  the  date  of  these  treaties,  and  that  was  by 
the  United  States  in  1841,  in  the  case  of  the  Creole. 
This  case  has  scarcely  received  sufficient  notice;  apart 
from  the  question  of  the  necessity  of  legislative  provi- 
sions, it  is  useful  in  illustrating  the  cases  of  Anderson  in 
Canada,  and  Tivnan  in  Englandf 

On  the  27th  October  1841,  the  brig  Creole  sailed  from 
Hampton  Beads  to  New  Orleans  with  a  cargo  of  slaves. 
On  the  7th  November  the  negroes  rose,  murdered  a 
passenger  named  Hewell,  the  owner  of  some  of  the 
slaves,  wounded  the  captain  and  the  mate,  and  took  the 

^  Forsyth's  Cases  and  Opinions  on  Const.  Law,  341. 

t  See  Anderson's  case,  ante,  p.  95 ;  Tivnan*8,  ^oai,  p.  140. 
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vessel  into  Nassau.  At  tlie  request  of  the  American 
consul,  the  Governor  put  a  guard  on  board,  and  the 
matter  was  investigated  by  two  magistrates. 

Nineteen  slaves  were  identified  as  having  participated 
in  the  mutiny  and  murder,  and  they  were  placed  in  con- 
finement, the  Governor  refusing  to  give  them  up  to  the 
American  Government.  The  rest  were  set  at  liberty. 
The  nineteen  were  tried  at  Nassau  for  piracy,  and  acquitted. 
The  law  authorities  in  England  were  unanimously  of 
opinion  upon  this  case  that  they  could  not  be  given  up 
in  the  absence  of  an  Act  of  the  English  Parliament  giving 
power  to  the  executive.* 

For  this  reason  the  extradition  clause  of  the  Ashburton 
treaty,  which  has  already  been  quoted,  while  it  took  im- 
mediate effect  in  America  and  Canada,  did  not  come  into 
operation  in  England  until  August  1843,  when  the  Act 
6  &  7  Vict.,c.  76,  was  passed.  Some. objection  was  made 
to  this  Act  in  the  House  of  Commons,  where  fears  were 
expressed  that  advantage  might  be  taken  of  the  treaty  to 
get  back  fugitive  slaves  on  pretended  charges  of  robbery. 
The  Attorney-General  (Sir  F.  Pollock),  being  appealed  to 
on  the  subject,  said  that,  upon  a  charge  of  crime  beiug 
made  against  a  fugitive,  his  personal  status  in  the  country 
from  which  he  had  fled  would  be  wholly  immaterial. 

Upon  this  an  amendment  was  moved  by  Mr.  Hawes, 
to  exclude  slaves  from  the  operation  of  the  Act,  but  it 
was  defeated  by  59  to  25.t 

•  Ann.  Reg.,  Ixxxiv.  312.    Hansard.  Ix.  27-30,  318-327. 
t  Hansard ,  Ixxi.  566. 
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The  previous  chapter,  6  &  7  Vict.,  c.  75,  had  made  pro- 
vision for  carrying  into  effect  the  treaty  with  France, 
which  had  been  signed  at  London  on  the  13th  February 
1843.*  The  Acts  were  very  similar,  differing  chiefly  in 
the  enumeration  of  the  crimes  for  which  extradition 
should  be  accorded  to  the  respective  countries. 

To  France,  criminals  might  be  delivered  if  they  were 
accused  of  "  murder  (comprehending  the  crimes  desig- 
nated in  the  French  penal  code  by  the  terms  assassination, 
parricide,  infanticide,  and  poisoning)  or  of  an  attempt  to 
commit  murder,  or  forgery,  or  of  fraudulent  bankruptcy ; "  t 
to  the  United  States,  if  they  were  charged  with  "  murder, 
or  assault  with  intent  to  commit  murder,  or  piracy,  or 

^  6  Hertslet's  Oommercial  Treaties,  344. 

t  As  to  the  meaning  of  this  term  in  the  treaty,  refer  to  5  &  6 
Vict.,  c.  122,  §  32.  The  following  is  the  definition  in  the  law  of 
France : — "  Sera  d^dar^  banqnerontier  frandnlenx  et  pnni  des 
peines  port^s  an  Code  p^nal  tout  commur^ant  failli  qni  aura  sous* 
trait  ses  livres,  d^toum^  on  dissimnl^  nne  partie  de  son  actif,  on 
qni,  soit  dans  ses  Ventures,  soit  par  des  actes  publics  ou  des 
engagements  sons  signature  priv^e,  soit  par  son  bilan,  se  sera 
fraud  uleusement  reconnu  d^iteur  de  sommes  qu*il  ne  devait 
pas." — Code  de  Commerce,  liv.  3,  tit.  2,  ch.  2,  art.  591.  It  will  be 
observed  that  this  definition  does  not  include  the  offence  of  not 
snrrendering  to  the  bankruptcy  jurisdiction,  and  it  is  clear  that 
such  failure  to  appear  cannot  properly  be  called  a  crime,  and 
ought  not  to  be  a  ground  of  extradition.  It  is  simply  the  making 
default  in  a  civil  proceeding.  However,  the  Acts  of  1870  and  1873, 
and  the  treaties  made  in  pursuance  of  them,  substitute  the  term 
"  crimes  against  bankruptcy  law,"  for  "  fraudulent  bankruptcy," 
referring  to  the  offences  mentioned  in  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  (32 
&  33  Yict,  c.  62).  (Boche  and  Hazlitt's  Bankruptcy  Law,  edit. 
1873,  p.  207.) 
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arson,  or  robbery,  or  forgery,  or  the  utterance  of  forged 
paper." 

In  both  Acts  it  was  provided  that,  upon  requisition 
duly  made,  it  should  be  lawful  for  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  issue  his  warrant  signifying  that  such  requisition  had 
been  made,  and  requiring  all  justices  of  the  peace  and 
other  magistrates  and  officers  of  justice  to  govern  them- 
selves accordingly.     Thereupon  it  should  be  lawful  for 
any  such  justice  of  the  peace  to  examine,  upon  oath,  any 
person  or  persons  touching  the  truth  of  the  charge,  and 
upon  such  evidence  as,  according  to  the  laws  of  that  part 
of  her  Majesty's  dominions,  would  justify  the  apprehension 
and  committal  for  trial  of  the  person  so  accused,  if  the 
crime  of  which  he  or  she  should  be  so  accused  had  been 
there  committed,  to  issue  lus  warrant  for  the  apprehension 
of  such  person,  and  also  to  commit  the  person  so  accused 
to  gaol,  there  to  remain  until  delivered  pursuant  to  the 
requisition.     In  every   case,  "  copies  of  the  depositions 
upon  which  the   original  warrant  was  granted,  certified 
under  the  hand  of  the  person  or  persons  issuing  such 
warrant,  and  attested,  upon  the  oath  of  the  party  pro- 
ducing them,  to  be  true  copies  of  the  original  depositions," 
might  be  received  in  evidence  of  criminality. 

It  was  provided  in  the  Act  relating  to  France,  that  no 
justice  of  the  peace  or  other  person  should  issue  his 
warrant  for  the  apprehension  of  any  such  supposed 
offender,  until  it  should  have  been  proved  to  him,  upon 
oath  or  by  affidavit,  that  the  party  applying  for  such 
warrant  was  the  bearer  of  a  warrant  of  arrest,  or  other 
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equivalent  judicial  document,  issued  by  a  judge  or  com- 
petent magistrate  in  France,  authenticated  in  such  manner 
as  would  justify  the  arrest  of  the  supposed  oflfender  in 
France  upon  the  same  charge,  or  unless  it  should  appear 
to  him  that  the  acts  charged  against  the  supposed  offender 
were  clearly  set  forth  in  such  warrant  of  arrest  or  other 
equivalent  judicial  document. 

No  provision  similar  to  this  w«w  inserted  in  the  Act 
relating  to  America. 

In  both  Acts  it  was  provided,  that  any  person  committed 
under  them  might  be  discharged  if  he  were  not  delivered 
up  within  two  months.  By  the  8  &  9  Vict.,  c.  120,  the 
powers  of  these  Acts  were  extended  to  the  police-magis- 
trates of  the  metropolis ;  and  it  was  provided  that  their 
warrants  (forms  of  which  were  given  in  a  schedule)  might 
be  executed  in  any  part  of  England. 

Attempts  were  almost  immediately  made  to  put  these 
Acts  in  force.  The  first  case  was  that  of  J.  C.  Clinton, 
who  was  claimed  by  the  American  Government  on  a 
charge  of  forgery,  committed  in  the  United  States  several 
years  before.  The  magistrate  before  whom  he  was  brought 
thought  fit  to  discharge  him,  on  the  ground  that  the 
original  depositions  had  been  produced,  whereas  the  statute 
only  applied  to  copies*  Meanwhile  a  case  had  been 
submitted  to  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor-General  (Sir  F. 
Thesiger  and  Sir  F.  Kelly),  who  advised  that  the  treaty 
and  Act  were  retrospective,  and  suggested  that  Clinton 

*  Egan  on  Extradition,  48. 
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should  be  re-arrested  in  term  time,  and  that  the  judge 
to  whom  he  might  apply  for  a  habeas  corpus  should  be 
pressed  to  refer  the  matter  to  the  full  Court.*  He  was 
accordingly  again  arrested,  and  a  habeas  corpus  was  then 
obtained  from  Mr.  Baron  Piatt.  On  its  return,  Mr. 
Knowles,  Q.C.,  and  Mr.  Clarkson  for  the  prisoner,  con- 
tended that  the  Act  6  &  7  Vict,  c.  76,  could  not  have  a 
retroactive  effect.  It  could  not  have  such  effect  in 
America  (the  United  States  Const,  Art.  3,  §  9,  providing 
that  no  ex  post  facto  law  should  be  passed  in  the  United 
States),  and  the  contracting  parties  and  the  British 
Parliament  must  be  held  to  have  intended  perfect  reci- 
procity. Besides,  as  a  Criminal  Act,  it  must  be  construed 
strictly.  Sir  John  Bayley,  for  the  prosecution,  relied  on 
the  fact  that  the  Act,  with  regard  to  France  (6  &  7 
Vict.,  c.  75),  expressly  excluded  all  offences  committed 
antecedently  to  the  date  of  the  treaty,  while  that  relating 
to  America  did  not.  To  give  the  Act  retrospective  effect 
would  not  be  to  make  an  ex  post  facto  law,  as  it  created  no 
new  offence,  assigned  no  new  punishment,  and  did  not 
alter  the  nature  of  the  evidence  required. 

Mr.  Baron  Piatt,  after  short  consideration,  having  no 
doubt  upon  the  matter,  declined  to  leave  it  for  argument 
before  the  full  Court,  and  discharged  the  prisoner.  He 
said  that  there  was  much  weight  in  the  argument  with 
regard  to  reciprocity,  and,  explaining  the  words  of  the 
Act  by  reference  to  the  terms  of  the  treaty,  he  was  bound 
*  Forsyth's  Gases  and  Opinions  on  Const.  Law,  366. 
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to  hold  that  the  word  "  committed  "  meant  "  committed 
after  the  date  of  the  treaty."  * 

The  next  case  was  that  of  Jacques  Besset,  who  was 
claimed  by  the  French  Government  on  a  charge  of 
fraudulent  bankruptcy,  and  being  brought  before  Alder- 
man Magnay  (then  Lord  Mayor),  was  by  him  committed^ 
23rd  September  1844. 

A  writ  of  habeas  corpus  was  granted  by  Mr.  Justice 
Wightman  at  chambers,  but  stood  over  until  term  by 
consent.  It  was  then  argued  in  the  Queen's  Bench  before 
Lord  Denman,  C.J.,  and  Williams,  Coleridge,  and  Wight- 
man,  JJ.,  by  Mr.  Montagu  Chambers  for  the  prisoner,  and 
Mr.  Edwin  James  against  the  discharge.  Sir  F.  Thesiger, 
Att-Gen.,  and  Mr.  Gurney,  watched  the  case  for  the  Lord 
Mayor.  Several  objections  were  taken  to  the  commit- 
ment, the  chief  being,  that  its  conclusion,  "  until  he  shall 
be  discharged  by  due  course  of  law,"  was  bad  (Mash's 
case,  2  W.  BL,  805).  Lord  Denman,  delivering  judgment, 
said :  "  I  regret  that,  on  the  first  application  which  has 
come  before  us  imder  this  statute,  the  warrant  is  so  defect* 
ive  that  we  cannot  allow  the  Act  to  take  effect.  Neither 
we  nor  the  gaoler  have  any  power  but  such  as  the  statute 
gives ;  and  its  provisions  have  not  been  rightly  pursued. 
We  are  asked  to  remand  the  prisoner  on  our  own  autho- 
rity, as  charged  with  a  crime  :  but  we  know  nothing  of 
the  crime,  unless  as  it  is  brought  before  us  by  the  warrant ; 

•  6  L.  T.,  66.  See  Metzger's  case,  ante,  p.  53.  See  also  the 
case  of  Ex  parte  Bonvier,  post,  p.  163.  The  doubts  then  expressed 
caused  the  passing  of  the  Extradition  Act,  1873. 
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« 

or,  I  should  rather  say,  we  have  no  authority  of  the  kind 
in  such  a  case.  If  we  could  act  in  the  manner  suggested, 
the  statute  would  have  been  unnecessary.  The  prisoner 
must  be  discharged." 

The  other  judges  concurred. 

Lord  Denman — "  It  is  proper  that  it  should  be  under- 
stood that  this  application  is  at  common  law.  The  statute 
31  Car.  II.,  c.  2,  is  not  necessary  to  the  right  of  making 
it."* 

The  same  result  as  had  occurred  in  the  cases  of  Clinton 
and  Besset  attended  almost  all  the  efforts  made  to  put  the 
law  in  force.  Between  1843  and  1852  France  claimed 
fourteen  fugitives.  In  only  one  case  was  the  extmdition 
obtained,  and  that  was  through  the  person  being  appre- 
liended  in  the  island  of  Jersey.  This  caused  a  not 
unnatural  dissatisfaction  on  the  part  of  the  French 
(Jovemment,  who  from  time  to  time  made  representa^ 
tions  to  England  upon  the  subject.  In  1846,  in  answer 
to  one  of  these  representations,  Lord  Aberdeen  informed 
Count  St.  Aulaire  that  the  note  of  the  French  Ambassador 
had  been  referred  to  the  Home  Department  and  to  the 
law  officers  of  the  Government,  and  that  these  authorities 
were  of  opinion,  in  which  Lord  Aberdeen  entirely  con- 
cuiTed,  that,  to  obviate  the  difficulty  complained  of  by  the 
French  Government,  a  new  Convention  and  a  new  Act  of 
Parliament  were  necessary ;  and  that  in  such  new  Conven- 

*  6  Adolphus  and  ElUs,  481 ;  14  L.  J.  (M.  C.)  17,  1  New  Ses- 
sions Cases,  337;  9  Jar.  66.  Sec  Metzger^s  Case,  1  Barbour 
(S.  C.  of  N.  Y;),  254, 

K   2 
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tion  the  clause  requiring  ttat  French  subjects  should  not 
be  delivered  up  unless  the  evidence  of  their  guilt  was  such 
as  to  warrant  their  commitment  for  trial  by  tlie  law  of 
the  country  in  which  they  had  taken  refuge,  ought  to  be 
altogether  omitted,  as  being  contrary  to  the  real  inten- 
tions of  the  contracting  powers,  and  productive  of  many 
causes  of  insuperable  difficulty  in  carrying  out  the  objects 
of  the  Convention.  A  draft  of  the  new  Convention  was 
sent  to  the  Count  by  Lord  Aberdeen  in  the  same  year. 
Notwithstanding  this  expression  of  opinion,  nothing  more 
was  done  in  the  matter  until  May  1852,  when  the  Govern- 
ment of  Lord  Derby  concluded  a  Convention  with  France,* 
and  introduced  into  the  House  of  Lords  a  Bill  to  give  effect 
to  it  in  England.  This  Convention  largely  increased  the 
list  of  crimes  for  which  extradition  might  be  granted ;  the 
complete  list  being  "  murder  and  attempts  to  murder ;  the 
procuring  abortion;  rape;  manslaughter;  sending  threaten- 
ing letters;  bigamy;  child-stealing;  perjury;  subornation 
of  perjury  ;  coining  or  uttering  counterfeit  coin ;  counter- 
feiting the  great  seal,  or  using  the  counterfeit  seal ;  coun- 
terfeiting or  falsifying  of  public  securities  and  bank-notes 
authorised  by  law ;  using  such  conterfeit  securities  and 
notes;  counterfeiting  the  puncheons  used  for  marking 
articles  of  gold  and  silver,  and  using  the  counterfeit  pun- 
cheons ;  counterfeiting  the  public  stamps,  and  using  the 
counterfeit  stamps ;  feloniously  forging,  and  uttering  forged 
instruments;  arson;  robbery;  burglary;  stealing  in  a  churcli 
or  chapel ;  housebreaking ;  larceny,  or  embezzlement 
*  9  Hertslet's  Commercial  Treaties,  28L 
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by  clerks  or  servants ;  embezzlement  by  public  oflBcers ; 
fraudulent  bankruptcy,  and  complicity  in  fraudulent  bank- 
ruptcy (only  in  those  cases  which  in  the  United  Kingdom 
are  considered  as  felony,  and  punishable  by  the  penalty 
of  transportation) ;  destroying  a  ship  or  other  merchant 
vessel;  and  piracy."  In  a  series  of  twenty  carefully 
drawn  clauses  these  crimes  were  described  by  the  names 
appropriate  to  them  in  the  French  penal  code,  in  the  law 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and,  where  necessary,  in  that  of 
Scotland.  And  it  was  agreed  that  to  every  demand  in 
extradition  the  article  of  the  law  under  which  the  charge 
was  made  should  be  annexed,  and  that  the  demand  should 
only  be  made  by  the  French  Government  in  those  cases 
in  which  the  acts  charged  should  in  France  be  considered 
as  crimes,  and  be  punishable  with  severe  and  degrading 
punishments  (peines  afflictives  et  infaviantes),  and  by  the 
English  Government  when  the  said  acts  should  be  con- 
sidered as  felonies,  and  be  punishable  with  death,  or 
transportation,  or  imprisonment  with  hard  labour.  The 
Convention  applied  to  persons  who  had  been  convicted,  as 
well  as  to  those  simply  accused. 

It  was  provided,  that  in  the  case  of  a  demand  by  the 
French  Government  the  ambassador  should  produce  either 
a  sentence  of  conviction  {arrit  de  condamnation),  or  a 
warrant  for  apprehension  (mandat  d^arrH),  clearly  setting 
forth  the  nature  of  the  crime  with  which  the  fugitive 
should  be  charged,  and  that  the  Home  Secretary,  having 
verified  the  authenticity  of  these  documents,  and  ascer- 
tained that  the  crime  therein  specified  was  within  the 
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Convention,  should  issue  his  warrant  to  a  magistrate 
notifying  him  of  these  facts.  Thereupon  the  magistrate 
should  issue  his  warrant  of  arrest,  and,  being  satisfied 
when  the  accused  was  brought  before  him  of  his  iden- 
tity, should  order  him  to  be  conveyed  to  the  frontier 
to  be  there  delivered  to  the  agent  of  the  French 
Government. 

In  the  Convention  of  1843,  no  exception  was  made  of 
persons  charged  with  political  offences.  That  omission 
was  remedied  in  the  Convention  of  1852,  the  seventh 
article  of  which  provided — "No  accused  or  convicted 
person  who  may  be  surrendered  shall,  in  any  case,  be 
proceeded  against  or  punished  on  account  of  any  political 
offence  committed  prior  to  his  being  surrendered,  nor  for 
any  crime  or  offence  not  described  in  the  present  Con- 
vention, which  he  may  have  committed  previously  to  his 
being  surrendered ;  and  proof  of  his  having  been  so  sur- 
rendered under  this  Convention  shall  be  a  good  and  valid 
defence  against  any  proceeding  on  account  of  any  political 
offence  previously  committed,  and  shall  entitle  the  party 
to  an  immediate  acquittal."*  In  introducing  into  the 
House  of  Lords  the  Bill  to  give  effect  to  this  Convention  ^ 
Lord  Malmesbury,  the  Foreign  Secretary,  who  had  nego- 
tiated it,  said  that  he  was  authorised  by  the  French 
Ambassador  to  declare  that  any  Article  which  the  wisdom 

*  It  will  be  observed  that  under  this  Convention  a  person  who 
had  been  surrendered  could  have  been  tried  for  other  offences 
than  that  for  which  his  rendition  had  been  granted,  provided  that 
snch  other  offences  were  not  political,  and  were  within  the  list  of 
erimee  contained  in  the  Convention. 
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of  Parliament  or  the  ingenuity  of  our  legal  profession 
could  invent  or  draw  up,  that  would  perfectly  secure 
political  offenders  from  being  surrendered,  and  prevent 
any  use  of  the    Convention  that  might  fall    on   such 
offenders,  the  French  Government  would  be  willing  to 
accept.       This    declaration  put  an  end  to  any  serious 
opposition  on  this  point,  but  grave  question  was  raised 
as  to    the   wisdom   of    abolishing   the   rule   which  re- 
quired evidence  of  the  fugitive's   guilt  to  be  produced 
before  the  magistrate.     The  discussion  being  adjourned. 
Lord  Malmesbury  on  a  later  evening  proposed  certain 
amendments,  the  principal  of  which  was  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  should  not  issue  his  warrant  until  documentary 
proof  of  the  accusation  was  produced,  certified  under  the 
hand  of  the  J%({fe  cC Instruction,     The  introduction  of  any 
amendment,  however,  caused  a  serious   difficulty,  as  it 
would   necessitate   a   supplementary  Convention.     And 
attention  was  called  in  the  House  of  Lords  to  the  fact, 
that  a  law  had  recently  been  revived  in  France  which 
provided  for  the  trial  of  foreigners  before  French  tribunals 
for  crimes  committed  out  of  France.     The  law  was  not  a 
new  one,  and  it  was  similar  to  the  provisions  of  several 
European  codes;  but  a  strong  feeling  was  expressed  in 
the  House  of  Lords  upon  the  subject,  and  the  discovery, 
united  with  the  other  and   more  practical  difficulties 
caused  the  abandonment  of  the  Bill.     The  Convention  has 
therefore  never  come  into  operation.*     It  would  in  many 
respects  have  been  an  improvement  upon  the  former 
*  See  Debates  upon  the  BiU,  Hansard,  cxjdi.  192,  498,  561. 
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treaty.  "It  was,"  says  Sir  George  Comewall  Lewis, 
**  drawn  with  care  and  ability,  and  by  it  the  obstacles 
which  have  rendered  the  Treaty  of  1843  inoperative  would 
have  been  removed."  *  But  it  would  have  been  easy  to 
devise  a  scheme  which  would  have  greatly  facilitated  ex- 
tradition without  dispensing  with  the  requirement  that 
primd  facie  evidence  of  guilt  should  be  produced  before  a 
magistrate,  a  safeguard  to  the  fugitive  which  it  is  not 
likely  or  desirable  that  an  English  Parliament  will  ever 
consent  to  take  away. 

For  twenty  years  (from  1844  to  1864)  no  case  of  extra- 
dition was  argued  before  English  Courts.  During  this 
time  France  had  made  various  demands,  (seven  between 
1854  and  1856,  none  between  the  latter  year  and  1859,) 
but  in  no  case  was  the  extradition  obtained. 

The  United  States  were  more  successful.  Between 
1854  and  1859,  eleven  such  applications  were  made,  and 
in  six  of  them  the  criminal  was  given  up.  These  six  were 
all  cases  of  murder  or  attempt  to  murder ;  t  and  they  all 
occurred  on  the  high  seas,  on  American  ships  which  put 
into  Liverpool,  so  that  the  witnesses  were  on  board,  and 
could  easily  appear  before  the  magistrate.^ 

At  the  beginning  of  the  year  1864,  a  case  came  before 

*  On  Foreign  Jurisdiction,  &c.,  p.  40. 

f  Some  of  these  appear  to  hare  been  strictly  cases  of  piracy. 
See  U.S.  r.  Gibert^  2  Snmner,  24 ;  and  Jndge  Story's  judgment 
therein. 

X  Sir  G.  C.  Lewis  on  Foreign  Jurisdiction,  &c.,  p.  40.  For  the 
result  of  applications  made  by  England  to  France,  see  Appendix, 
p.  cell. 
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the  Court  of  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  which  arose 
out  of  the  Civil  War  in  the  United  States,  and  involved 
several  important  questions  of  Extradition  Law.  This  was 
the  case  of  David  Collins  and  another,  who  were  charged 
with  piracy  on  board  the  United  States'  brig  Chesapeake. 
The  facts  were  not  disputed.  Tlie  ChesapeaJce  traded 
from  New  York  to  Portland,  Maine,  carrying  freight  and 
passengers.  She  left  New  York  on  the  5th  December 
1863,  and  upon  the  7th,  when  she  was  about  twenty  miles 
from  the  United  States'  coast  at  Cape  Cod,  some  of  the 
passengers  who  had  come  on  board  at  New  York  took 
possession  of  the  vessel  in  the  name  of  the  Southern 
Confederacy.  A  short  conflict  took  place,  in  which  the 
second  engineer  was  killed,  and  the  mate  and  the  chief 
engineer  were  wounded.  The  crew  were  then  put  ashore 
in  a  pilot  boat,  and  the  Confederate  flag  was  hoisted,  but 
the  vessel  was  soon  afterwards  retaken  by  a  United  States' 
gunboat.  None  of  the  persons  who  had  l>een  concerned 
in  the  seizure  of  the  brig  were  then  taken  prisonera,  but 
several  of  them,  including  Collins,  McKealy,  and  Seeley, 
were  afterwards  found  in  New  Brunswick,  and  the  United 
States'  consul  at  St.  John  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
Provincial  Secretary  of  New  Brunswick,  requesting  that 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Ashburton  Treaty  these 
persons  should  be  arrested  with  a  view  to  their  exami- 
nation on  a  charge  of  piracy.  A  warrant  was  accordingly 
issued  by  the  Lieutenant-Governor  of  the  province  author- 
ising the  arrest.  The  letter  from  the  United  States 
consul  was  accompanied  by  depositions  sworn  before  the 
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magistrate  at  St.  John,  N.B.,  on  the  22nd  December,  and 
upon  the  issuing  of  the  Lieutenant-Grovemor's  warrant,  a 
warrant  of  arrest  was  issued  by  the  same  magistrate,  and 
the  three  persons  named  were  apprehended  and  brought 
before  him  on  the  4th  of  January  1864.  The  charge 
proceeded  with  was  that  of  piracy.  The  objections  after- 
wards tal^en  before  the  Court  were  raised  before  the 
magistrate,  but  were  overruled  by  him.  The  evidence  of 
the  acts  of  the  prisoners  being  given,  and  not  in  fact 
disputed,  witnesses  were  called  on  behalf  of  the  defence 
to  show  the  belligerent  character  of  the  acts  charged. 
The  Queen's  Proclamation  of  Neutrality  was  put  in,  and 
also  a  certified  copy  of  the  commission  establishing  a 
Court  in  the  Province  of  Ifew  Brunswick  for  the  trial 
of  piracy  and  other  offences  committed  on  the  high  seas, 
passed  at  Westminster  the  11th  day  of  April  1829,  by 
writ  of  Privy  Seal.  The  police-magistrate,  however,  held 
that  the  treaty  included  piracy  committed  on  an  American 
vessel  on  the  high  seas,  and  that  the  prisoners  had  not 
shown  authority  from  the  Confederate  Government  to 
commit  the  acts  charged,  and  added,  that,  looking  at  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  he  considered  the  seizure  of  the 
Cliesapeake  was  not  an  act  of  war,  but  was  done  animo 
furandi.  He  therefore  committed  the  prisoners  with  a 
view  to  their  extradition.  A  writ  of  habeas  corpus  was  at 
once  sued  out,  and  the  case  was  elaborately  argued  before 
Judge  Ritchie  by  Gray,  Q.C.,  and  Weldon  for  the 
prisoners,  and  Wetmore,  Q.C.,  and  Tuck  for  the  United 
States.     Judge  Bitchie  took   time  to  consider,  and  on 
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the  14th  March  1864,  delivered  a  full  and  very  able 
judgment,  discharging  the  prisoners.  He  held  that  the 
requisition  for  the  surrender  was  insufficient,  as  it  was 
not  made  by  a  public  minister  of  the  United  States,  but 
by  a  consul  not  claiming  any  special  authority  to  ask  for 
the  surrender,  and  not  indeed  asking  for  it  in  his  letter. 
The  taking  of  depositions  before  the  police-magistrate  was 
entirely  without  jurisdiction,  as  he  had  no  evidence  before 
him  that  the  persons  had  been  legally  charged  in  the 
United  States  with  the  commission  of  the  offence  for 
which  their  surrender  was  to  be  asked.  Further,  the 
piracy  charged  was  not  municipal  piracy,  but  piracy  by 
the  law  of  nations  justiciable  wherever  the  offender 
might  be  found,  and  as  the  Court  of  New  Brunswick  had 
jurisdiction  in  the  case,  the  prisoners  could  not  be  given 
up  under  the  treaty.  The  police-magistrate,  he  added 
had  no  jurisdiction  in  cases  of  piracy,*  and  the  warrant  of 
commitment  was  bad  for  showing  that  the  prisoners  were 
examined  on  charges  not  included  in  the  warrant  of  the 
Lieutenant-Governor,  and  that  upon  the  face  of  the 
warrant  no  adjudication  appeared  that  the  evidence  was 
sufficient  according  to  the  law  of  the  province  to  justify 
committal  for  trial.t 

*  This  was  a  mistake.  The  Imperial  Statute  12  Sl  13  Vict , 
c  96,  gave  colonial  magistrates  jurisdiction  in  snch  cases ;  but  it 
was  not  brought  to  the  notice  of  Jadge  Ritchie.  It  was  not, 
however,  upon  this  ground  that  the  prisoners  were  discharged. 

t  ''  The  '  Chesapeake.'  The  case  of  David  Collins  et  al.  Com- 
piled from  the  Original  Documents."  Published  by  J.  &  A. 
McMillan,  St  John,  N.B.,  1864.    The  author  is  indebted  for  a 
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In  the  same  year  the  main  question  involved  in  this 
case  came  before  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  England, 
and  was  similarly  decided.  This  was  the  case  of  Tivnan 
and  others,*  charged  with  having  "  on  the  high  seas,  on 
.  board  a  certain  American  ship,  committed  the  crime  of 
piracy,  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  of 
America." 

The  circumstances  of  the  case  were  briefly  these.  On 
16th  November  1863,  the  United  States'  steamer  Joseph 
Z.  Gerrity  left  Matamoras  for  New  York  with  cotton. 
Just  before  she  started,  six  persons,  among  whom  were 
the  prisoners,  came  on  board  as  passengers,  and  on  the 
following  night  they  seized  the  ship,  telling  the  captain 
to  consider  himself  a  Confederate  prisoner.  The  leader 
of  the  party,  a  person  named  Hogg,  who  was  believed  by 
the  captain  to  be  a  major  in  the  Confederate  service,  said 
at  the  time  of  the  seizure  that  he  had  proper  authority 
for  the  act,  but  did  not  exhibit  any  papers. 

A  few  days  after  the  seizure  the  captain  and  some 
of  the  crew  were  set  adrift  in  a  small  boat.  The  prisoners 
were  afterwards  discovered  in  Liverpool,  and  on  appli- 
cation from  the  American  consul  there,  the  Secretary 
of  State  issued  his  warrant  under  the  6  &  7  Vict.,  c.  76. 
They  were  thereupon  brought  before  a  magistrate  at 
Liverpool,  and,  the  examinations  having  been  taken,  were 

«opj  of  this  pamphlet  to  the  kindness  of  an  anonymous  friend  in 
New  Bmnswick. 

•  5  Best  and  Smith,  645 ;  33  L.  J.,  M.  C,  201  (Tirnan) ;  12 
W,  B.,  851  (Tuman) ;  10  L.  T.,  N.  S.,  499  (Tivnan). 
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remanded  to  prison,  and  it  being  understood  that  no 
further  evidence  .would  be  taken,*  counsel  instructed  on 
their  behalf  by  the  agents  of  the  Confederate  Govern- 
ment moved  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  for  a  habeas 
corpus.  The  writ  was  granted,  and  on  its  return  Messrs. 
Edward  James,  Q.C.,  Littler,  and  J.  H.  James  moved 
that  the  prisoners  be  discharged. 
They  contended : — 

1.  That  the  Treaty  of  the  22nd  August  1842,  and  tlie 
Stat.  6  &  7  Vict,  c.  76,  founded  upon  it,  extended  only 
to  acts  declared  piracy  by  the  municipal  law  of  either 
of  the  contracting  parties,  and  not  to  piracy  by  the  law  of 
nations,  which  is  punishable  anywhere.  The  words  of  the 
statute,  "  delivering  up  to  justice  "  persons  "  seeking  an 
asylum,"  (i,c.,  a  place  where  they  cannot  be  punished,) 
showed  that  the  words  "  within  the  jurisdiction  "  must 
be  taken  to  mean  "  within  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  "  of 
the  respective  States.  Se  Kaine,  judgment  of  Nelson,  J., 
14  Howard,  Sup.  Court  Cases,  U.S.,  137 ;  Marshall's 
Speech,  5  Wheaton,  Sup.  Court,  U.S.,  Appendix  i. ; 
Opinions  of  the  Atty8.-Gen.,  viii.  84. 

2.  That  the  warrant  of  a  justice  of  the  peace  under  this 

*  "  Bemands  were  made  from  time  to  time,  but  there  haa  been 
no  final  commitment.  It  is  not  in  general  the  practice  of  this 
Court  to  interpose  before  the  magistrate  has  given  his  final  de- 
cision, seeing  that  on  a  future  hearing  before  him  fresh  evidence 
might  be  adduced.  I  say  thio,  speaking  with  reference  to  the 
future,  for  I  cannot  help  seeing  that  the  last  of  these  remands 
was  made  in  order  to  ask  onr  assistance."— Compton,  J.,  5  Best 
and  Smith,  682. 
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statute,  to  apprehend  or  commit  a  person  for  trial,  must 
be  founded  on  one  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  who  has 
no  power  to  issue  his  except  on  the  view  of  an  original 
warrant  issued  and  depositions  taken  in  America,  which 
did  not  appear  here.  Kliiber,  §  66.  Martens,  Precis, 
§  101.  Opinions  of  Attys.-Gen.,  vi.  485,  and  vii.  6.  Re 
Kaine,  14  Howard,  Sup.  Court,  U.S.,  103. 

3.  That  the  warrant  of  the  magistrate  was  bad  for  not 
showing  that  all  the  witnesses  before  him  were  examined 
upon  oath.*  Masli's  Case,  2  W.  Bl.,  805.  Kite  and 
Lane's  Case,  1  B.  and  C,  101.  Nash's  Case,  4  B.  and 
A.,  295. 

4.  That  there  was  no  evidence  before  the  magistrate  of 
piracy  by  the  law  of  nations.  The  Melomane,  5  Eob. 
Adm.,  R  41.  The  United  States  v.  Palmer,  3  Wheaton, 
610. 

Messrs.  Lush,  Q.C.,  Milward,  and  Vernon  Lushington, 
contnl. 

1.  The  tenn  "jurisdiction"  has  two  different  signifi- 
cations. First,  its  primary,  natural  sense — the  right  to 
deal  with  particular  things  or  persons.  Second,  its  far 
more  common  acceptation — the  territorial  limits  within 
which  that  authority  is  exercised.  It  is  in  the  latter 
sense  that  the  word  is  used  in  the  treaty  and  the 
statute. 

Either  of  the  expressions  "jurisdiction  "  or  "  territory  " 

*  **  Suppose  the  magistrate's  warrant  defective  in  this  respect, 
it  conld  be  cured  by  a  fresh  warrant.  We  would  not  discharge 
on  habeas  corpus  for  such  a  reason." — Blackburn,  J.,  5  Best  and 
Smith,  668.    See  St.  Albau's  Raid,  aiite,  p.  104. 
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in  the  treaty  would  extend  to  all  places  where  the  laws  of 
the  country  have  authority,  and  would  therefore  include 
offences  committed  on  sliipboard ;  since,  for  the  purposes 
of  law,  protection,  and  punishment,  a  ship  is  part  of  the 
territory  to  which  she  belongs.  Wheaton's  Int.  Law, 
7th  edition,  (Lawrence,)  208.  Eeg.  v.  Lopez.  Dears  and 
B.,  525.  Marshall's  Speech,  5  Wheaton,  Sup.  Court, 
U.S.,  App.  i. 

On  the  second  and  third  points  they  were  stopped. 

4.  The  act  done  was  on  its  face  piratical,  and  not  belli- 
gerent. There  was  no  proof  that  the  prisoners  seized  the 
ship  for  the  Confederate  Government,  or  even  that  they 
belonged  to  the  Confederate  States; 

The  second  and  third  points  all  the  judges  held  to 
be  immaterial,  and  on  the  fourth  they  thought  they  were 
not  entitled  to  say  that  there  was  no  evidence  of  piracy 
upon  which  the  magistrate  might  commit.  At  the  same 
time  they  agreed  that  the  establishment  of  a  belligerent 
character  would  put  an  end  to  the  charge. 

Upon  the  main  question  the  Court  was  divided : 
Crompton,  Blackburn,  and  Shee,  JJ.,  held  that  the 
prisoners  were  either  belligerents,  and  therefore  not 
triable  at  all,  or  pirates  ju7x  gentiuvi,  and  in  that  case 
being  triable  anywhere  they  could  not  be  delivered  up 
under  the  treaty.  "  Jurisdiction "  was  held  to  mean 
"  exclusive  jurisdiction,"  and  the  word  piracy,  therefore, 
meant  only  "  municipal  piracy,"  which  alone  would  be 
within  that  exclusive  jurisdiction.  Cockburn,  C.J., 
dissented,  holding  that  the  term  "  piracy,"  there  being 
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nothing  to  limit  its  operation,  must  be  taken  in  its  com- 
prehensive sense  of  piracy  jure  gentium.  And  as  this 
crime  was  cognizable  by  the  tribunals  of  all  countries, 
the  word  "jurisdiction "  could  not  be  taken  to  mean 
"exclusive  jurisdiction."  "The  language,"  said  the 
Chief -Justice,  "is  most  comprehensive,  and  why  then 
is  it  to  be  construed  in  a  limited  sense  ?  It  is  said,  and 
with  truth,  that  the  primary  and  original  mischief  which 
the  statutes  of  extradition  meant  to  prevent,  was  that 
of  persons  committing  crimes  in  one  state,  and  escaping 
beyond  the  reach  of  the  law  of  that  state,  and  so  enjoying 
impunity  ;  and  it  is  also  contended  that  for  that  purpose 
alone  were  those  statutes  passed.  That  that  was  their 
primary  and  principal  object  there  can  be  no  doubt,  but 
that  it  was  the  only  one  I  entertain  great  doubt ;  for 
it  is  impossible  not  to  see  that  the  mischief  which  it  is 
the  object  of  all  civilised  states  to  prevent,  is  not  limited 
to  such  cases.  An  offence  may  be  cognizable,  triable, 
and  justiciable  in  two  places — eg,,  a  murder  by  a  British 
subject  in  a  foreign  country.  A  British  subject  who 
commits  a  murder  in  the  United  States  of  America  may 
be  tried  and  punished  here  by  our  municipal  law,*  which 
is  made  to  extend  to  its  citizens  in  every  part  of  the 
world.  But  it  would  be  highly  inconvenient,  except  in 
certain  exceptional  cases,  that  he  should  be  tried  in  this 
country  for  that  crime,  because  criminals  escape,  not  only 

*  24  &  25  Vict.,  c.  100,  §  9,  re-enacting  9  Geo.  IV.,  c.  31,  §  7. 
'*  Murder  or  manslaughter,  or  being  accessory  before  the  fact  to 
either."    See  B.  v.  Sawyer,  B.  and  B.,  294. 
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by  being  beyond  the  reach  of  the  law  which  they  have 
offended,  but  in  consequence  of  the  difficulty,  if  not  im- 
possibility, of  proof,  unless  the  offender  is  brought  to 
justice  where  the  offence  has  been  committed.  If,  there- 
fore, I  find  the  language  of  a  statute  large  enough  to  com- 
prehend both  instances,  it  would  be  highly  inexpedient  to 
restrict  it  to  one  alone." 

Little  notice  was  taken  by  the  other  judges  of  this 
point,  and  it  has  not  since  arisen  in  practice,  but  it  is 
clear  that  the  case  supposed  by  the  Lord  Chief-Justice 
was  within  the  rule  laid  down  by  the  other  judges,  and 
that  the  English  Government  would  have  been  bound 
under  that  rule  to  refuse  the  extradition  of  the  murderer, 
and  to  insist  that  if  tried  at  all  he  should  be  tried  here, 
by  proceedings  which  would  be  at  once  unfair  to  the 
prisoner,  and  costly  and  difficult  to  the  prosecution. 

The  case  is  now  met  by  the  Extradition  Act,  1870, 
§  6,  which  provides  that  the  surrender  may  take  place 
whether  there  is  or  is  not  any  concurrent  jurisdiction  in 
any  court  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  over  the  crime 
charged. 

In  the  following  year  a  case  arose,  the  decision  in  which 
was  of  equal  importance  with  that  just  cited,  and  estab- 
lished a  very  valuable  principle. 

The  prisoner,  Charles  Windsor,  had  been  the  paying 
teller  in  the  Mercantile  Bank  of  JSTew  York,  and  as  such 
he  had  the  custody  of  all  the  money  in  the  vaidts  of  the 
bank.  On  the  28th  October  18G4  he  asked  the  receiving 
teller  to  do  duty  for  him  for  the  next  few  days,  and 

L 
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handed  liim  the  "  first  teller's  proofs,"  where  was  the  fol- 
lowing entry : — "  Vault,  207,098  dollars  reserve."  He 
never  returned  to  the  bank,  and  upon  inspection  of  the 
vault  a  large  deficiency  was  discovered,  amounting  in 
specie  alone  to  upwards  of  30,000  dollars.  A  warrant  was 
then  issued  in  New  York  for  his  apprehension  upon  the 
charge  of  "  forgery "  under  the  following  section  of  the 
New  York  Forgery  Act,  1822  :— 

"  Every  person  who,  with  intent  to  defraud,  shall  make 
any  false  entry,  or  shall  falsely  alter  any  entry  made  in 
any  books  of  accounts  kept  by  any  monied  corporation 
within  this  state,  or  in  any  book  of  accounts  kept  by  any 
such  corporation  or  its  officers,  and  delivered,  or  intended 
to  be  delivered,  to  any  person  dealing  with  such  corpora- 
tion, by  which  any  pecuniary  obligation,  claim,  or  credit 
shall  be,  or  shall  purport  to  be,  discharged,  diminished, 
increased,  created,  or  in  any  manner  affected,  shall,  upon 
conviction,  be  adjudged  guilty  of  forgery  in  the  third 
degree."* 

•  2  Bev.  State.,  New  York,  673,  §  35.  Upon  the  words  itaU- 
ctsed  Bome  qnestionB  were  raised ;  and,  probably  ia  order  to  avoid 
any  difficulty  in  future  cases,  the  following  provision  was  sub- 
stituted for  thai  stated  in  the  text : — ''  Every  person  who  with 
intent  to  defraud  makes  any  false  entry,  or  falsely  alters  any 
entry  made  in  any  book  of  accounts  kept  by  any  corporation 
within  this  state  or  in  any  book  of  accounts  kept  by  any  such 
corporation  or  its  officers,  and  delivered  or  intended  to  be  de- 
livered to  any  person  dealing  with  such  corporation,  by  which 
any  pecuniary  obligation,  claim,  or  credit  is  or  purports  to  be 
discharged,  diminished,  increased,  created,  or  in  any  manner 
affected,  is  guilty  of  forgery  in  the  third  degree."  So  far  as  ex- 
tradition is  concerned,  the  alteration  has  no  effect. 
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Windsor  was  traced  to  England,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  having  issued  his  warrant,  he  was  arrested,  and, 
after  examination  before  Sir  Thomas  Henry  at  Bow  Street, 
was  committed  to  prison  to  be  detained  until  delivered  up 
according  to  the  Act, 

Civil  proceedings  had  also  been  instituted  in  this 
country  against  the  prisoner,  and  he  was  in  custody 
for  the  purpose  of  compelling  him  to  put  in  bail,  as 
well  as  upon  the  criminal  charge.  A  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  was  granted  by  Mr.  Justice  Mellor,  and  the 
validity  of  the  return  was  argued  before  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench.* 

Messrs.  M*Mahon  and  Edward  Clarke,  for  the  prisoner, 
contended  that  as  the  ofifence  charged  was  forgery  only  by 
the  local  law  of  the  State  of  New  York,  it  did  not  come 
within  the  Extradition  Treaty,  which  applied  only  to 
offences  which  were  recognised  under  the  designations 
employed  in  the  treaty  and  the  subsequent  statute,  as 
murder,  piracy,  forgery,  &c.,  by  the  general  law  of  both 
countries. 

Anderson's  Case,  20  Upper  Canada  Q.  B.  Eep.  124; 
Wlieaton,  Int.  Law,  236 ;  Ortolan,  E&gles  Internationales, 
327 ;  1  Phillimore,  Int.  Law,  413. 

Minor  points  were  also  raised  upon  the  wording  of  the 
New  York  statute. 

Messrs.  Hardinge  GifTard,  Q.C.,  and  Poland,  corUrdm 

*  6  B.  and  S.,  522;  34  L.  J.  M.  C,  163;  13  W.  R.,  656;  12 
L.  T.  N.  S.,  307;  6  New  Eep.,  96;  10  Oox,C.  C,  118;  II  Jur. 
N.  S.,  807. 

L  2 
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1.  The  offence  was  forgery  by  the  common  law  of 
England.     Tliis  point,  however,  was  abandoned. 

2.  The  constitution  and  government  of  the  United 
States  recognised  the  laws  of  the  several  States.  And  in 
Re  Tivnan  ♦  it  had  been  decided  that  the  treaty  applied  to- 
municipal  or  statutable  offences. 

Cockburn,  C.-J.,  held  that  the  terms  of  the  treaty  and 
statute  must  be  held  to  apply  to  offences  which  in  the- 
legislation  of  both  countries  have  some  common  element. 
This  act  had  not  the  essential  character  of  forgery.  It 
was  not  forgery  by  the  law  of  England,  nor  by  the  general 
law  of  the  United  States.  And  where  one  or  the  other 
country,  party  to  an  Extradition  Treaty,  and  d^  fortiori, 
where  a  component  part  of  one  or  the  other  country,, 
thinks  proper  to  make  an  offence  not  within  the  general 
law  of  both  countries,  an  offence  with  a  particular  designa- 
tion, that  circumstance  did  not  of  itself  bring  the  offence 
within  the  statute. 

Blackburn  and  Shee,  JJ.,  concurred,  and  the  prisoner, 
so  far  as  he  was  detained  upon  the  criminal  charge,  was 

discharged.t 

In  November,  ISGl-,  and  March,  18G5,  the  French  am- 
bassador addressed  communications  to  Earl  Russell  upon 
the  subject  of  the  failure  of  tlie  French  demands  for 
extradition,  the  surrender  having  been  obtained  in  only 

*  5  Best  and  Smith.     See  ante,  p.  140. 

t  Compare  the  case  of  lamirande,  anie,  p.  113,  and  post,  p.  189. 
In  the  treaty  with  France,  "  forgery  "  is  used  as  equivalent  to 
*^  faux,"  which  latter  includes  falsification  of  accounts. 
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one  case  duriug  the  twenty-two  years  that  the  Convention 
had  been  in  operation.  No  action  was  taken  upon  the 
subject  by  the  English  Government,  and,  on  the  4th 
December  1865,  the  ambassador  gave  the  six  months* 
notice  of  the  tennination  of  the  Convention  provided  for 
in  the  4th  Article.  The  reason  given  was  twofold — (1) 
That  the  English  Government  declined  to  surrender 
persons  who  had  been  convicted ;  and  (2)  that  the 
requirement  of  the  production  before  a  magistrate  of 
primd  facie  evidence  of  the  guilt  of  the  person  accused 
was  an  insuperable  obstacle  to  the  execution  of  the  Con- 
vention in  England,  and  differed  from  the  general  practice 
of  the  other  European  Powers.  On  the  20th  January 
1866,  Earl  Cowley  replied  to  this  notification. 

"  Her  Majesty's  Government,"  he  said,  "  regretted  that 
the  Convention  had  produced  so  little  result;  its  effect 
with  regard  even  to  the  demands  made  by  England  having 
been  unsatisfactory.  The  system  could  not,  however,  be 
altered  without  having  recourse  to  Parliament,  and  recent 
experience  had  shown  that  there  would  be  great  difficulty 
in  obtaining  from  Parliament  any  further  modification 
in  regard  to  the  requirements  of  law  and  the  usage  of 
Great  Britain  in  dealing  with  persons  accused  of 
orime." 

"  The  legislature  had  made  a  concession  in  consenting 
to  allow  copies  of  depositions  to  be  received  in  lieu  of 
parole  evidence.  And  there  did  not  appear  to  be  any 
insuperable  diflficulty  in  the  production  of  evidence  of 
this  nature  before  the  English  magistrate.     This,  with 
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evidence  of  identity,  was  all  that  was  required  for  the 
commitment  of  a  fugitive." 

"Her  Majesty's  Govenmient,  however,  seeing  how 
serious  would  be  the  evil  of  an  abrogation  of  the  Con- 
vention, were  prepared  to  consider  any  suggestions  as  to 
the  means  of  making  it  more  effective." 

In  a  conversation  with  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  of  about 
the  same  date,  Earl  Cowley  made  some  remarks  on  the 
subject  of  the  surrender  of  condemned  persons.  "The 
concession,"  he  said,  ''could  not  be  made  to  France 
without  a  fresh  Act  of  Parliament ;  and  indeed  it  would 
appear  to  be  of  very  little  use,  unless  it  is  intended 
by  the  Imperial  Government  to  include  among  persons 
condemned  those  condemned  par  contumacc.  Criminals 
condemned  after  trial  seldom  find  means  of  escaping  the 
punishment  awarded  them,  but  condemnation  par  cmi- 
tmnace,  or  without  trial  in  the  presence  of  the  accused, 
is  at  such  variance  with  the  whole  legislation  of  Great 
Britain,  that  it  would  seem  hopeless  to  expect  the  sanction 
of  Parliament  to  such  a  measure.*  On  the  other  hand, 
it  is  to  be  observed  that  persons  in  this  position  might 
always  be  proceeded  against  in  the  category  of  accused 
persons."  t 

In  the  course  of  the  correspondence  which  ensued, 
another  objection  was  found  to  exist  to  the  English  prac- 
tice.    By  the  6  &  7  Viet.,  c.  75,  §  2,  it  is  provided  that 

*  No  exception  of  persons  so  condemned  was  contained  in  the 
Conycntion  of  1852.    See  ante,  p.  133. 
t  Seo  case  of  Charles  Dubois  (alias  Coppin),  post,  p.  154. 
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the  copies  of  depositions  produced  shall  be  certified  to  be 
tme  copies  by  the  person  producing  them  ;  and  the  result 
of  this  was  that  some  person,  usually  a  police-officer,  had 
to  inspect  the  French  proceedings  to  see  if  the  judge  had 
made  a  true  certificate.  This  was  resented  by  the  French 
judges  as  an  indignity,  and  it  was  agreed  that  the  objec* 
tion  might  be  removed  by  a  short  Act  of  Parliament, 
providing  that  the  copies  should  be  accepted  in  evidence 
if  the  signature  of  the  judge  who  signed  them  were 
authenticated  by  the  seal  of  the  French  Minister  of 
Justice,  A  Bill  was  accordingly  prepared,  and  passed 
by  the  legislature  with  slight  opposition.*  A  clause, 
however,  was  introduced,  limiting  its  operation  to  one 
year,  to  insure  the  full  discussion  of  the  subject  in  the 
next  session  of  Parliament.  In  a  letter  of  the  21st  May 
1866,  the  French  ambassador  stated  that  it  had  been 
agreed  that  a  new  attempt  should  be  made  to  put  the 
treaty  in  execution,  and  that  with  this  object  a  demand 
in  extradition  had  lately  been  addressed  to  the  English 
authorities.  In  the  interest  of  this  experiment,  and 
without  withdrawing  its  objections  to  the  Convention, 
the  French  Government  consented  to  a  prolongation  of 
the  treaty  for  six  months,  t 

This  proposal  was  accepted  by  the  English  Govern-* 
ment. 

The  demand  referred  to  was  for  the  extradition  of 

•  29  &  30  Vict,  0. 121. 

t  Gorrespondenoe    respecting    the   Extradition    Treaty  with 
France,  July  1866. 
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Victor  Wideman,  on  a  charge  of  fraudulent  bankruptcy. 
He  was  arrested  and  duly  committed ;  a  rule  for  a  writ  of 
habeas  corpus  was,  however,  obtained,  and  the  motion  to 
make  it  absolute  was  argued  before  the  Queen's  Bench  on 
the  12th  June  1866. 

Messrs.  M'Mahon  and  Edward  Clarke  for  the  prisoner. 

1.  The  Convention  was  at  an  end,  and  with  it  the 
Statute  6  &  7  Vict,  c.  75.  The  Convention  provided 
that  it  should  end  at  the  expiration  of  six  months  after 
notice  given  by  either  party ;  and  that  notice  having 
been  given  by  France  on  the  4th  December  1865,  the 
Convention  was  no  longer  in  existence.  No  provision 
had  been  made  for  waiver  of  notice. 

2.  No  proof  had  been  given  before  the  magistrate  that 
the  acts  charged  constituted  fraudulent  bankruptcy  under 
the  French  law,  or  that  the  prisoner  was  a  French  subject, 
and  amenable  to  that  law. 

The  Solicitor-General  (Sir  E.  P.  Collier)  and  Mr. 
Hannen,  cmUrd. 

.    1.  The   notice  having  been  waived,  the  Convention 
remained  in  force. 

2.  There  was  prtTrid  facie  evidence  of  acts  of  fraudulent 
bankruptcy.  The  court  (Cockbum,  C.-J.,  Mellor  and 
Blackburn,  JJ.)  held  that  the  notice  must  be  a  continuing 
notice,  and  that,  as  there  could  be  no  doubt  of  the  nature 
of  the  acts  charged,  the  strict  proof  that  they  constituted 
the  crime  of  fraudulent  bankruptcy  by  the  French  law 
was  unnecessary.* 

•  See  Taylor  on  Evidence,  §§  1423, 1425, 1525. 
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An  application  upon  similar  points  was  afterwards  made 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  (Cranworth),  who  granted  a  writ 
of  habeas  corpus,  but  upon  return  made  and  argument 
thereupon,  remanded  the  prisoner,  and  he  was  sur- 
rendered.* 

In  1 866  a  case  occuiTed  which  was  of  great  importance 
as  involving  the  question  whether  a  fugitive  criminal,  who 
had  been  condemned  in  a  foreign  country  par  contumacc, 
was  an  accused  person  within  the  terms  of  the  English 
treaties.  For  twenty  years  after  the  passing  of  the  first 
Extradition  Act  in  1843  the  opinion  prevailed  that  a  per- 
son who  had  been  so  condemned  could  not  be  surrendered, 
the  treaties  with  France  and  the  United  States  not  pro- 
viding for  the  rendition  of  persons  who  had  been  con- 
victed. When  Sir  Thomas  Henry  became  chief  magistrate 
of  police  of  the  metropolis  he  requested  the  Home  Secre- 
tary to  take  the  opinion  of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
upon  this  point,  and  tliey  advised  that  a  person  so 
condemned  par  contumacc  could  not  be  surrendered.f  Had 
this  opinion  been  upheld  by  the  courts  of  law,  the  advan- 
tage to  continental  nations  of  entering  into  extradition 
treaties  with  Great  Britain  would  have  been  but  small. 
In  1866,  however,  the  question  was  actually  raised  and 
received  judicial  decision.     In  July  of  that  year  a  requi- 

*  12  Jurist.,  N.  S.,  636 ;  14  L.  T.  N.  S.,  719.  This  is  said  to 
liaye  been  the  first  instance  in  which  a  virtual  appeal  was  made 
from  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  to  the  Lord  Chancellor.  The 
precedent  was  followed  in  the  case  next  stated. 

t  Evidence  of  Sir  T.  Henry :  Beport  of  Select  Comm.,  1868 
p.  17. 
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sition  was  made  by  the  French  Government  for  the  ren* 
dition  of  Charles  Dubois,  otherwise  Coppin,  as  a  person 
accused  of  committing  within  French  territory  the  crime 
of  forgery ;  and  a  warrant  of  arrest  having  been  granted, 
the  prisoner  was  brought,  in  the  absence  of  Sir  Thomas 
Henry,  before  Mr.  Yaughan,  a  police-magistrate  at  Bow 
Street.  In  support  of  the  charge  a  number  of  depositions 
were  produced  which  purported  to  have  been  taken,  some 
before  a  Jngt  de  Pave  of  the  Canton  of  Villeneuve-sur- 
Yonne,  and  some  before  the  Juge  cP Instruction  at  Troyes, 
and  showed  that  the  prisoner  had  uttered  a  forged  bill  of 
exchange.  A  copy  of  the  mise  en  accusation  signed  by 
the  "  greffier "  of  the  Cour  Imp^riale  at  Paris  was  also 
put  in  evidence,  and  was  under  the  seal  of  the  Cour  Im- 
periale  and  that  of  the  Minister  of  Justice.  The  deposi* 
tions,  which  were  originals,  were  under  the  seals  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice  and  the  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs. 
A  witness  was  called  to  identify  the  prisoner  as  the  person 
named  in  the  mise  en  acciLsation,  and  he  was  asked  in 
cross-examination  by  Mr.  Edward  Clarke,  who  appeared 
for  the  prisoner,  whether  Dubois  had  not  been  tried  and 
convicted  par  contumace.  He  said  he  had  been  so  con- 
victed, and  sentenced  to  imprisonment  for  life.  It  was 
then  objected  on  behalf  of  the  prisoner  that  the  evidence 
did  not  show  forgery,  but  only  the  uttering  of  forged 
paper,  and  that  this  was  not  an  offence  within  the  treaty.^ 

*  The  treaty  with  the  XJmted  States  was  concluded  in  August 
1842,  and  put  in  force  by  6  &  7  Vict.,  o.  76;  the  treaty  with 
France  was  concluded  in  February  1843,  and  put  in  force  by  6  & 
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Tlie  magistrate  held  that  the  uttering  of  a  forged  docu- 
ment was  forgery.  This  point,  however,  became  imma- 
terial, and  was  not  finally  decided,  a  letter  being  produced 
in  whicli  the  prisoner  confessed  the  forgeries  he  had 
committed.  The  point  was  then  raised  that  the  prisoner, 
having  been  convicted  and  sentenced,  was  not  an  accused 
person  within  the  terms  of  the  treaty.  Upon  this  M. 
Easul,  a  French  advocate,  was  called  to  prove  that  the 
conviction  was  annulled  by  the  surrender  of  the  person 
accused,  and  the  magistrate  said  he  should  hold  that  the 
prisoner  was  within  the  treaty,  and  should  issue  liis  waiTant 
committing  him  for  the  purpose  of  his  surrender.  The 
counsel  for  the  prisoner  thereupon  applied  for  a  remand 
such  as  had  been  granted  in  the  case  of  Tivnan,*  or  that 
the  issue  of  the  warrant  should  be  delayed  in  order  that 
application  might  be  made  for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus, 
but  Mr,  Vaughan  peremptorily  refused  to  accord  any 
delay.t  Nor  would  he  grant  a  remand  in  order  that  the 
prisoner  might  give  formal  evidence  of  the  conviction  par 
contnmace,  saying  he  did  not  think  the  point  material. 
The  magistrate's  warrant  was  accordingly  issued,  but  an 
immediate  application  to  the  Home  Secretary  secured 

7  Vict.,  c.  75 ;  the  two  Acts  receiving  Boyal  Assent  on  the  same 
daj.  The  treaty  with  the  United  States  indndes  the  *'  ntterance 
of  forged  paper ; "  that  with  France  did  not. 

*  See  antct  p.  140. 

t  A  formal  remand  or  delay  in  issning  the  writ  need  not  be 
asked  for  now  even  in  vacation  time.  The  Extradition  Act 
secures  tc  the  accused  the  safeguard  which  Mr.  Yanghan  so 
peremptorily  refused. 
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some  delay,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  (Chelmsford),  who 
came  to  town  for  the  purpose,  and  heard  the  application 
at  his  private  residence,  granted  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus, 
which  was  made  returnable  on  the  first  day  of  Michaelmas 
Term,  and  was  then  argued.  Mr.  Edward  Clarke  moved 
for  the  discharge  of  the  prisoner  on  the  grounds— 

1 .  The  depositions  produced  purported  to  be  authenti- 
cated according  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  29  &  30 
Vict.,  c.  121,  whereas  they  had  been  taken  prior  to  the 
passing  of  that  Act     This  point  was  at  once  overruled. 

2.  The  documents  produced  were  not  properly  authen- 
ticated. The  Act  6  &  7  Vict,  c.  75,  provides  that  no 
magistrate  shall  issue  a  warrant  of  arrest  with  a  view  to 
extradition,  unless  it  shall  be  proved  to  him  upon  oath  or 
by  affidavit  that  the  person  applying  for  such  warrant 
shall  be  the  bearer  of  a  warrant  of  arrest,  or  other  equiva- 
lent judicial  document  issued  by  a  judge  or  comi)etent 
magistrate  in  France,  authenticated  in  such  manner  as 
would  justify  the  arrest  of  the  supposed  offender  in  France 
upon  the  same  charge.  By  the  29  &  30  Vict,  c.  121,  it  is 
provided  that  warrants  of  arrest  and  copies  of  depositions 
may  be  received  in  evidence,  if  the  warrant  of  arrest  pur- 
port to  be  signed  by  a  judge  or  other  competent  magi- 
strate of  the  country  in  which  it  was  issued,  and  if  the 
copies  of  depositions  are  certified  under  the  hand  of.  such 
judge  or  magistrate  to  be  true  copies,  and  the  signature 
of  the  judge  or  magistrate  be  certified  by  the  seal  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice.  In  this  case  there  is  no  warrant  at 
all,  and  the  copy  of  the  mise  en  accitsation  bears  no  judi* 
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cial  signature  whatever,  but  is  simply  signed  by  the  clerk 
to  the  Cour  Imp(3riale.  The  depositions  produced  bear 
no  signature  of  a  judge  or  magistrate  who  issued  or 
signed  any  warrant  of  arrest  or  other  equivalent  judicial 
document. 

3.  The  prisoner,  having  been  condemned  par  contuviacf, 
is  no  longer  in  the  category  of  accused  persons.  His 
status  has  been  changed  by  the  conviction.  (Code 
dlnstr.  Crim.,  §§  476,  477,  478,  518,  519.) 

Sir  John  Eolt,  A.-G.,  Sir  W.  Bovill,  S.-G.,  and  Mr. 
Hannen,  for  the  Crown. 

1.  The  documents  produced  are  sufficient.  The  copy 
of  the  mise  en  accumtimi  is  equivalent  to  a  warrant,  and  is 
authenticated  by  the  seal  of  the  Cour  Imperiale,  and  that 
of  the  Minister  of  Justice.  The  depositions  are  originals, 
not  copies,  and  therefore  need  not  be  autlienticated  accord- 
ing to  the  provisions  of  the  Acts  cited. 

2.  As  to  the  condemnation  par  coiitumace,  that  is  merely 
provisional,  and  is  intended  to  operate  as  a  sort  of  process 
to  compel  appearance ;  and  when  a  person  so  condemned 
is  arrested  or  surrenders  himself,  the  condemnation  is 
annulled,  and  he  is  tried  as  if  no  such  conviction  had  ever 
taken  place.  And  here  there  is  no  sufficient  proof  of  such 
a  conviction, 

Mr.  Edward  Clarke  in  reply. 

1,  It  is  not  the  fault  of  the  prisoner  if  no  sufficient 
proof  has  been  given  of  the  condemnation  2^<^'r  contnmace. 
The  French  authorities  have  refused  to  supply  the  neces- 
sary evidence. 
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2.  A  person  condemned  par  coivtumcvce  is  in  the  French 
Code  called  a  "condemned,"  not  an  "accused"  person 
(§§  AiQo,  4G6);  he  is  in  a  less  favourable  position  at  his 
subsequent  trial  (§§  518,  519) ;  the  sentence  at  onc«  alters 
his  civil  status,  and  becomes  irrevocable  at  the  expiration 
of  twenty  years. 

3.  There  is  no  power  to  authenticate  a  seal,  or  to 
receive  original  depositions  unless  the'y  are  properly 
certified. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  at  once  gave  judgment,  remanding 
the  prisoner  for  the  purpose  of  his  being  surrendered ; 
and,  while  acknowledging  the  importance  of  the  questions 
raised,  he  said  he  felt  no  doubt  upon  either  of  them. 
With  regard  to  the  documents,  he  held  that  as  the 
originals  had  been  produced  the  Acts  above  cited  did  not 
apply,  but  that,  even  if  they  did,  all  the  formalities  re- 
quired had  been  substantially  fulfilled.  Upon  the  ques- 
tion of  the  character  and  effect  of  a  conviction  par 
contumace,  the  judgment  was  full  and  clear,  although 
comment  was  made  on  the  inadequacy  of  the  proof  that 
in  this  case  any  such  conviction  had  taken  place.  His 
Lordship  quoted  the  evidence  given  by  the  French  advo- 
cate, M.  Basul :  "  If  a  man  is  accused  of  forgery  in  France, 
and  a  judgment  par  contumace  obtained  against  him,  it 
would  be  a  sentence  of  the  court  without  the  assistance  of 
a  jury.  If  that  man  is  arrested  or  surrenders  himself,  that 
judgment  is  annulled,  so  that  it  is  exactly  the  same  as  if 
no  proceedings  had  been  taken  against  him,  and  then  he 
undergoes  his  trial  for  the  offence  with  which  he  was 
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charged/  and  continued, — ^**  Without  this  evidence  it  would 
have  been  impossible  for  the  magistrate  to  have  any  com* 
petent  knowledge  upon  the  subject ;  for,  as  Lord  Brougham 
said  in  The  Sussex  Peerage  Case  (11  CI.  and  Fin.  115), 
'  The  judge  has  not  organs  to  know  and  to  deal  with  the 
text  of  the  foreign  law,  and  therefore  requires  the  assist- 
ance of  a  lawyer  who  knows  how  to  interpret  it'  But, 
having  this  assistance,  and  being  referred  by  M.  Basul  to 
the  Code  Napol<5on,  we  may  venture  to  look  into  the  text 
and  to  the  Article  476  of  the  Code  d'Instruction  Crimi- 
nelle,  upon  which  he  founds  his  opinion,  which  is  in  these 
terms: — ^*Si  raccus(5  se  constitue  prisonnier  ou  s'il  est 
arrets  avant  que  la  peine  soit  ^teinte  par  prescription,  le 
jugement  rendu  par  contumace  et  les  procedures  faites 
centre  lui  depuis  Tordonnance  de  prise  de  corps  ou  de  se 
repr^enter,  seront  an^antis  de  plein  droit  et  il  sera  pro* 
c6d4  k  son  6gard  dans  la  forme  ordinaire.'  It  will  be 
observed  that  the  article  commences  by  calling  the  alleged 
offender,  after  a  judgment  par  contumace,  the  accused  and 
not  the  condemned.  And  as  upon  his  appearance  or  upon 
liis  apprehension  judgment  against  him  is  annulled,  and  he 
is  to  be  put  upon  his  trial  for  the  offence,  I  do  not  see  how 
he  can  be  described  otherwise  than  as  an  accused  person." 
"  But  it  is  said  that  the  judgment  ^wr  contumace  places 
the  party  who  afterwards  surrenders  himself,  or  is  appre- 
hended and  brought  before  the  court,  in  a  less  favourable 
position  upon  the  trial  which  ensues,  and  Articles  518  and 
519  of  the  Code  d'Instruction  Criminelle  were  referred  to 
to  establish  this  assertion.     I  ought,  perhaps,  to  refuse  to 
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look  at  these  articles  without  a  skilled  interpreter,  but  I 
am  so  anxious  that  the  case  should  be  thoroughly  investi- 
gated, that  I  am  disposed  to  permit  this  further  irregu- 
larity in  the  proceedings." 

''  It  appears  to  me  that  the  object  and  effect  of  these 
articles  have  been  entirely  misunderstood.  The  title  of 
the  chapter  under  which  they  are  merged  is,  *De  la 
Eeconnoissance  de  ridentit6  d'un  individu  coudamn6  6vad6 
et  repris;'  and  Article  18  is  to  this  effect: — ^^La  recon- 
noissance  de  Tidentite  d'un  individu  condamn^  6vad6 
et  repris  sera  faite  par  la  cour  qui  aura  prononc6  sa 
condamnation/  It  merely  provides  for  establishing  the 
identity  of  the  party  before  he  is  sent  to  his  trial  And 
in  a  note  to  this  article  in  the  edition  of  the  Code  which 
I  have,  it  is  said, '  Au  reste,  cette  identity  reconnue  comme 
I'arret  de  condamnation  se  trouve  an6anti  de  plein  droit, 
I'accus^  devrait  etre  soumis  h  de  nouveaux  d6bats  devant 
les  jur6s/  The  519th  Article  merely  provides  that  all 
the  judgments  with  regard  to  the  identification  of  an 
accused  party  shall  be  without  the  assistance  of  a  jury. 
It  does  not  appear,  therefore,  that  the  trial  of  a  person  con- 
demned jf;a?'  contuvuvce  differs  at  all  from  that  of  a  party  who 
is  put  upon  his  trial  without  any  previous  condemnation." 

"  But  in  order  that  no  part  of  the  argument  for  the 
prisoner  may  be  disregarded,  I  will  assume  that  it  has 
been  established  that  the  judgment  par  coTUumace  does 
work  some  prejudice  to  the  party  upon  the  trial,  either  by 
reducing  the  amount  of  necessary  proof,  or  by  changing  its 
character,  or  by  making  him  liable  to  costs  ;  but  how  could 
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that  possibly  take  him  out  of  the  category  of  accused  per- 
sons ?    He  has  ceased  to  be  a  person  condemned,  because 
his  condemnation  is  annulled  upon  his  appearance,  and  he 
is  to  take  his  trial  for  offences  with  which  he  stands  charged. 
What  better,  I  ought  rather  to  say  what  other,  description 
of  him  could  be  given  than  that  of  a  person  accused  ? "  * 
In  the  year  1868,  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, very  strongly  constituted,  was  appointed  to  consider 
the  whole  matter  of  Extradition  Law.     It  held  many 
meetings,  and  examined  a  number  of  witnesses  who  had 
practical  experience  of  the  working  of  the  existing  trea- 
ties, and  of  the  faults  and  defects  which  had  so  seriously 
impaired  their  usefulness ;  and  the  result  of  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee  was  the  passing  in  1870  of  the 
Extradition  Act  (33  &  34  Vict.  c.  52),  for  which  the  country 
is  indebted  chiefly  to  the  ability  of  Sir  Thomas  Henry,  and 
which  is  in  itself  a  comprehensive  and  ably  drawn  code  of 
law  upon  this  subject.     The  principal  defect  of  the  law 
before  1870  was  that,  while  requiring  formalities  before 
the  arrest,  which  often  gave  warning  to  the  criminal,  and 
enabled  him  to  escape,  it  did  not  secure  to  him,  when 
actually  arrested,  any  opportunity  of  testing  before  one  of 
the  superior  courts  of  law  the  legality  of  the  arrest  and 
surrender.     In  the  great  majority  of  cases  in  which  the 
British  Government  had  consented  to  grant  extradition, 
the  police-ofl&cers,  when  actually  armed  with  the  warrant 
of  arrest,  had  been  unable  to  find  the  fugitive ;  and,  on  the 

*  L.  E.  2  Oh.  App.  47 ;  36  L.  J.  Oh.  80 ;  12  Jur.  (N.S.)  867 ; 
15  L.  T.  (N.S.)  165. 
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hand,  the  danger  existed  that,  as  in  Lamirande's  case  * 
another  person  might  be  given  up  who  was  not  guilty  of 
any  oflfence  within  the  treaties.  There  were  other  and 
serious  defects.  Neither  the  then  existing  treaties  nor 
the  Acts  of  Parliament  by  which  they  had  been  put  in 
force,  contained  any  exception  as  to  political  offenders,  or 
any  provision  preventing  the  trial  of  a  fugitive  when  once 
surrendered  for  ofTences  other  than  that  for  which  liis 
rendition  had  been  claimed.  And  very  great  difficulty 
was  found  in  negotiating  fresh  treaties  with  foreign  powers, 
in  consequence  of  the  necessity  of  obtaining  from  the 
British  Parliament,  after  each  treaty  was  signed,  an  Act 
of  Parliament  embodying  and  enforcing  its  provisions. 
This  requirement  was  strongly  objected  to  by  foreign 
states,  and  had  prevented  the  conclusion  of  several  treaties 
with  regard  to  which  negotiations  had  commenced ;  while 
it  had  prevented  the  treaty  actually  made  with  Prussia  in 
1864  from  being  put  in  force.  These  defects  were  pointed 
out  in  the  first  edition  of  this  work,  and  the  remedies 
there  suggested  were  all  contained  in  the  Extradition  Act 
of  1870.  The  practice  under  that  Act  will  be  fully  dealt 
with  in  a  later  chapter,  but  the  general  principles  of  the 
statute  may  be  shortly  stated.  It  laid  down  a  complete 
system  of  Extradition  Law,  defining  the  persons  who  might 
be  the  subjects  of  extradition,  and  the  crimes  for  which 
surrender  might  be  granted ;  dispensed  with  formalities 
antecedent  to  the  arrest,  but  required  every  magistrate, 
on  committing  a  prisoner  for   he  purpose  of  surrender,  to 

•  Vide  p.  113,  ante. 
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tell  him  that  he  would  not  be  given  up  for  fifteen  days, 
and  that  during  that  time  he  could  apply  for  a  writ  of 
habeas  corpus  in  order  to  test  the  validity  of  the  commit- 
ment. It  made  provision  for  the  non-surrender  of  political 
offenders,  and  for  the  insertion  in  the  treaties,  whenever 
necessary,  of  a  stipulation  that  the  person  whose  surrender 
should  be  granted  should  only  be  tried  for  the  offence  for 
which  he  had  been  claimed.  And  subject  to  the  limita- 
tions contained  in  the  statute,  power  was  given  to  the 
Executive  Government  to  make  fresh  treaties,  and  to  put 
them  in  force  by  an  Order  in  Council  instead  of  a  special 
Act  of  Parliament. 

The  first  case  which  came  before  the  English  courts 
under  this  Act  was  that  of  a  man  named  Bouvier,  who 
was  in  September  1872  claimed  by  the  French  Govern- 
ment as  having  been  convicted,  par  contmnace,  of  the 
offences  of  dbvs  dc  confiance,  fraudulent  bankruptcy,  and 
forgery.  He  was  arrested  in  Jersey,  and  the  warrant  by 
which  he  was  there  committed  to  prison  with  a  view  to 
his  surrender  made  mention  of  all  three  offences.  A  writ 
of  habeas  corpus  was  obtained,  and  the  case  argued 
before  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench ;  the  important  ques- 
tion being  raised  whether  the  effect  of  the  Extradition 
Act,  1870,  had  not  been  to  render  the  treaty  with  France 
entirely  inoperative. 

That  treaty  was  originally  put  in  force  in  Great  Bntain 
by  the  Act  6  &  7  Vict.,  c.  75,  but  that  statute  was  re- 
pealed by  the  Extradition  Act,  1870,  and  the  obligation  of 
the  treaty  has  since  depended  on  the  terms  of  Section  27 

M  2 
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of  the  Act  of  1870.  That  section  provides  that  the  Act 
"  (with  the  exception  of  anything  contained  in  it  wliich 
is  inconsistent  with  the  treaties  referred  to  in  the  Acts 
80  repealed)  shall  apply  (as  regards  crimes  committed 
either  before  or  after  the  passing  of  this  Act)  in  the  case 
of  the  foreign  states  with  which  those  treaties  are  made 
in  the  same  manner  as  if  an  Order  in  Council  referring 
to  such  treaties  had  been  made  in  pursuance  of  this 
Act,  and  as  if  such  order  had  directed  that  every  law  and 
ordinance  which  is  in  force  in  any  British  possession 
with  respect  to  such  treaties  should  have  effect  as  part 
of  this  Act" 

Two  points  were  raised  on  behalf  of  the  prisoner  by 
Mr.  George  Browne,  his  counsel : — 

1.  As  a  judgment  is  indivisible,  the  surrender  of  the 
prisoner  to  the  French  authorities  on  a  judgment  includ- 
ing alms  de  confiance,  an  offence  not  within  the  treaty 
or  the  Act  of  1870,  would  be  a  surrender  for  an  offence 
not  contemplated  by  the  Act,  and  therefore  would  be 
illegal. 

2.  The  treaty  with  France  has  ceased  to  have  any  legal 
effect,  as  neither  by  it  nor  the  French  law  is  any  provision 
made  for  preventing  the  trial  of  a  prisoner  surrendered 
under  it  for  an  offence  other  than  that  for  which  the 
rendition  was  demanded. 

It  was  further  suggested  that  the  diplomatic  corre- 
spondence which  had  taken  place  between  the  British  and 
French  Governments  amounted  to  a  termination  of  the 
treaty  by  six  months'  notice,  as  provided  by  Article  4  of 
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that  treaty.  It,  however,  appeared  that  its  operation  had 
been  continued  by  mutual  agreement  between  the  two 
Governments,  and  by  such  agreement  it  was  declared  to 
be  in  force  until  September  1873.  It  is  not  clear  that 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Extradition  Act,  1870,  a 
convention  once  renounced  could  be  continued  by  an 
informal  agreement  between  the  Governments  concerned, 
but  the  point  was  not  pressed  and  would  probably  have 
been  held  to  be  decided  by  the  case  of  Wideman.* 

Sir  J.  D.  Coleridge,  A.G.,  and  Mr.  C.  Bowen  appeared 
for  the  Crown,  and  upon  the  second  point,  which  indeed 
included  the  first,  relied  upon  an  affidavit  made  by  M. 
Adolphe  Moreau,  the  officially  appointed  counsel  to  the 
French  Embassy  in  London.  The  most  material  parts 
of  this  affidavit  were  the  following  paragraphs  : — "  I  say, 
speaking  from  my  own  knowledge,  that  according  to  the 
law  of  France  provision  is  made  that  a  fugitive  criminal 
shall  not,  until  he  has  been  restored  or  had  an  opportunity 
of  returning  to  Her  Majesty's  dominions,  be  detained  or 
tried  in  France  for  any  oflTence  committed  by  him  prior 
to  such  surrender  other  than  the  extradition  crime  proved 
by  the  facts  upon  which  the  surrender  is  granted  ;  and  I 
say,  speaking  from  my  own  knowledge  and  experience, 
that  this  law  is  observed  in  practice  by  the  French  tri- 
bunals and  authorities It  is  a  principle  of  French 

and  of  international  law,  that  the  individual  whose  extra- 
dition has  been  granted  can  only  be  prosecuted  and  tried 
for  the  very  crime  for  which  his  extradition  has  been 

*  Seo  antCf  p.  152. 


166  A   TBEATISE   UPON 

obtained ;  and  I  say,  speaking  from  my  own  knowledge 
and  actual  experience,  that  this  is  the  invariable  practice 
of  the  French  tribunals."     The  full  account  of  the  French 
law  contained  in  the  next  chapter  will  enable  the  reader 
to  put  its  proper  value  upon  this  affidavit     It  was,  how- 
ever, uncontradicted,  and  was  accepted  by  the  Court  as 
decisive  of  the  question.     Gockbum,  C.J.,  Blackburn,  J., 
and  Mellor,  J.,  accordingly  remanded  the  prisoner  to 
custody,  holding  that  provision  was  made  by  the  French 
law  that  he  should  be  tried  only  for  the  offence  for  which 
the  surrender  was   asked.     Upon   the   other  question, 
whether  in  the  absence  of  any  such  provision  the  27th 
section  of  the  Extradition  Act,  1870,  would  have  the 
effect  of  keeping  the  Convention  in  force,  they  expressed 
very  serious  doubts.     Cockburn,    C.J.,  said   if  it  were 
necessary  to  decide  the  point  he  should  say  that  the 
language  used  was  sufficient  to  have  that  effect ;  Black- 
bum,  J.,  said  he  had  very  serious  doubts  whether  the 
Legislature  had  effected  by  that  section  what  was  in- 
tended, and  that  he,  if  required  to  decide  the  point, 
should  take  time  to  consider ;  Mellor,  J.,  said  he  was 
inclined  to  agree  with  the  argument  of  the  Attorney- 
General,  but  felt  some  doubt ;  and  all  the  judges  expressed 
a  strong  opinion  that  it  was  desirable  to  set  the  question 
at  rest  by  further  legislation.*     As  this  was  the  only 

•  Ez  paHe  Bonrier,  27  L.  T.  (N.S.)  844.  It  is  cnrionB  that  this 
point  has  not  yet  been  taken  in  any  case  nnder  the  American 
treaty.  It  is  qnite  clear  that  neither  that  treaty  nor  the  law  of 
the  United  States  contains  the  provision  required  by  the  Extra- 
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point  on  which  farther  legislation  was  really  wanted,  it 
is  not  easy  to  see  why  it  was  entirely  neglected  when  the 
amending  Act  was  passed  in  1878. 

In  the  following  year  occurred  the  case  of  Elise 
Counhaye,  who  was  claimed  by  the  Belgian  Government 
under  the  Treaty  of  July  31,  1872,  charged  with  com- 
plicity in  the  fraudulent  bankruptcy  of  her  husband. 
This  case  also  came  before  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench, 
and  was  argued  on  behalf  of  the  prisoner  by  Sir  J. 
Karslake,  Q.C.,  and  Messrs.  Day,  Q.C.,  and  E.  V.  Williams. 
They  contended : 

1.  That  the  Act  applied  only  to  crimes  "  by  bankrupts  " 
against  the  Bankruptcy  Law,  and  therefore  not  to  the  act 
charged  against  the  prisoner,  who  was  not  a  bankrupt. 

2.  The  definition  of  "  extradition  crime  "  in  Section  26 
of  the  Act  of  1870  is  "a  crime  which,  if  committed  in 
England  or  within  English  jurisdiction  would  be  one  of 
the  crimes  described  in  the  first  schedule  to  the  Act ;"  and 
the  Debtors  Act,  1869  (32  &  33  Vict.,  c.  62),  sect.  11, 
which  contains  the  law  relating  to  the  punishment  of 
fraudulent  debtors,  only  renders  criminal  the  oflFence  of 
fraudulent  removal  of  property  in  contemplation  of  bank- 
ruptcy when  committed  by  the  bankrupt,  and  does  not 
include  accomplices. 

dition  Act,  1870.  The  question  is  a  verj  important  one,  and 
deserves  to  be  fnllj  argued.  Nor  can  the  case  of  Bouvier  be 
accepted  as  conclosive  even  with  regard  to  France.  The  point 
may  be  raised  again  upon  more  satisfactory  affidayits  as  to  the 
law  of  France  than  were  before  the  Court  in  tliat  case. 
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3.  The  crime  charged  against  the  prisoner  was  com- 
mitted before  the  Extradition  Act,  1870,  was  passed,  and 
it  is  contrary  to  principle  in  the  absence  of  express  pro- 
vision to  give  retrospective  effect  to  a  criminal  statute. 

4.  The  depositions  taken  in  Belgium,  and  received  in 
evidence  against  the  prisoner  by  the  police-magistrate, 
should  not  have  been  so  received,  as  they  were  taken  in 
the  absence  of  the  prisoner,  and  she  had  no  opportunity 
of  cross-examining  the  witnesses. 

5.  The  treaty  provides  that  the  requisition  for  the  sur- 
render shall  be  made  to  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of 
arrest  or  other  equivalent  judicial  document  issued  by  a 
judge  or  magistrate  duly  authorised  to  take  cognizance  of 
the  acts  charged  against  the  accused  in  Belgium,  together 
with  duly  authenticated  depositions  or  statements  taken 
on  oath  before  such  judge  or  magistrate.  Here  the 
warrant  of  arrest,  if  it  discloses  any  crime  at  all,  discloses 
one  committed  in  France,  and  not  in  Belgium,  and  the 
depositions  were  not  taken  before  the  judge  who  issued 
the  warrant. 

Sir  J.  D.  Coleridge,  A.G.,  and  Mr.  C.  Bowen  appeared 
for  the  Crown,  but  were  not  heard  upon  all  the  points 
raised,  the  Court,  consisting  of  Blackburn,  Quain,  and 
Archibald,  J  J.,  being  clearly  of  opinion  that  the  prisoner 
not  being  a  bankrupt  was  not  within  the  terms  of  the 
Act,  and  must  be  discharged.  They,  however,  held  that 
the  depositions  were  admissible  against  the  prisoner,  it 
being  for  the  magistrate  to  decide  what  weight  he  would 
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attach  to  statements  so  taken.  They  also  held  that  the 
provisions  of  Article  2  of  the  treaty  might  be  waived  by 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  that  therefore  the  fact  that  the 
depositions  were  not  signed  by  the  magistrate  who  issued 
the  warrant  was  immaterial.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  retit)spective  operation  of  the  statute,  Blackburn,  J., 
said  he  considered  the  point  so  doubtful,  that  it  was 
desirable  the  Legislature  should  cause  the  Act  to  be 
amended.* 

An  important  case,  under  the  Act  of  1870,  was  that 
of  Huguet,  who  was  claimed  by  the  French  Government 
in  1872  on  a  charge  of  fraudulent  bankruptcy.  The 
warrant  of  arrest  having  been  issued,  he  was  apprehended 
and  brought  before  Mr.  Vaughan,  one  of  the  police- 
magistrates  at  Bow  Street.  Certain  evidence  was  then 
taken,  and  the  case  was  adjourned.  At  the  adjournment 
Sir  Thomas  Henry  presided,  and  further  evidence  was 
produced,  but  the  witness  who  had  been  called  on  the 
first  occasion  did  not  appear,  and  on  evidence  being  given 
by  the  clerk  to  the  police-court  that  his  deposition  had 
been  taken  in  the  presence  of  the  accused,  and  that  the 

•  Be  Elise  Connhaye,  L.  B.  8  Q.  B.,  410 ;  42  L.  J.,  217 ;  28  L.  T. 
(N.S.)t  761.  Fartlj  in  consequence  of  this  decision,  a  further 
Extradition  Act  was  passed  in  the  year  1873  (36  &  37  Yict.,  c.  60), 
npon  which  the  reader  will  find  some  observations  in  the  con- 
cluding chapter  of  this  book.  It  is  only  necessary  here  to  say  that, 
besides  giving  retrospective  effect  to  the  Act  of  1870  and  the 
treaties  made  thereunder,  it  extended  the  list  of  crimes  for  which 
extradition  might  be  accorded,  and  included  accomplices  within  the 
provisions,  which  previously  applied  only  to  the  principal  offenders. 
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latter  had  been  allowed  to  cross-examine,  Sir  Thomas 
Henry  received  in  evidence  the  deposition  so  taken.     In 
the  Court  of  Exchequer,  Barons  Martin  and  Pollock  held 
that  the  deposition  was  properly  admitted.     Kelly,  C.B., 
expressed  great  doubt  upon  the  subject,  but  it  was  not 
necessary  to  decide  the  point,  as  all  the  learned  barons 
were  of  opinion  that  without  this  deposition  there  was 
sufficient  evidence  against  the  prisoner.     Mr.  Montagu 
Chambers,  Q.C.,  and  Mr.  Besley  appeared  for  the  prisoner, 
and  Sir  J.  D.  Coleridge,  A.G.,  and  Mr.  C.  Bowen  for  the 
Crown.     The  very  important  question  was  in  this  case 
raised,  whether  the  Court  would  examine  the  sufficiency 
of  the  evidence  before  the  police-magistrate,  and   the 
Court  held  that  it  was  not  called  upon  to  do  so.     Upon 
this  point  Baron  Martin  said :  "  The  question  is,  was  this 
proceeding  within  the  jurisdiction  of  Sir  Thomas  Henry  ? 
I  don't  say  that  if  there  had  been  no  evidence  before 
him,  or  he  had  acted  contrary  to  law,  we  would  not  have 
discharged  the  prisoner,  but  it  appears  to  me  that  all  the 
proceedings  have  been  properly  taken.     This  is  not  a 
court  of   appeal   from  his  decision,  and  it  is  for  him  to 
decide  whether  or  not  the  evidence  is  sufficient."  *     This 
question  of  the  power  of  the  Court  to  examine  the  weight 
as  well  as  the  competency  of  the  evidence  before  the 
police-magistrate  was  again  raised  in  England  in  the 
case  of  E.  v.  Maurerf  in  1883,  in  which  Mr.  Bowen 
Eowlands,  Q.C.,  in  moving  for  a  nile  nisi  for  a  habeas 

•  Ex  forte  Hugnet,  29  L.  T.  (N.S.),  41. 

t  10  Q.  B.  D.,  513 ;  62  L.  J.  M.  C,  104 ;  31  W.  B.,  609. 
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corpus,  contended  that  the  magistrate's  decision,  that  there 
was  a  primd  fade  case  against  the  prisoner  of  a  bank- 
ruptcy crime  according  to  the  law  of  this  country,  was 
against  the  weight  of  the  evidence.  In  refusing  the  rule, 
Field,  J.,  said :  "  It  appears  to  me  that  the  decision  in 
Huguet's  case  is  completely  in  accordance  with  the 
principles  upon  which  the  Courts  act,  and  have  always 
acted,  with  reference  to  the  adjudications  of  justices  in 
general,  and  without  that  decision  I  think  we  should 
have  come  to  the  same  conclusion.  The  statute  says 
that  the  magistrate  shall  have  the  same  jurisdiction  as 
nearly  as  possible  as  if  the  prisoner  were  brought  before 
him  charged  with  an  indictable  offence  in  England.  So 
long  as  the  magistrate  keeps  within  his  jurisdiction,  we 
have  no  power  to  interfere  with  his  decision.  It  is  only 
when  there  is  no  jurisdiction,  as  when  there  is  no  evidence 
before  the  magistrate,  that  we  can  interfere.  It  seems  to 
me  that  in  Huguet's  case  all  the  judges  intended  to 
decide  that  it  was  not  for  this  Court  to  weigh  the 
evidence,  if  there  was  any  reasonable  evidence  of  an 
extradition  crime  for  the  magistrate  to  act  upon.  If 
there  is  such  evidence,  the  magistrate  is  not  going  beyond 
his  jurisdiction  in  committing  the  prisoner  upon  such 
evidence."  Mathew,  J.,  gave  judgment  to  the  same 
effect. 

In  1877  it  was  decided  in  E.  v.  Wilson*  that  when 
the  treaty  with  a  foreign  state,  in  consequence  of  which 

•  3  Q.  B.  D.,  42 ;  48  L.  J.  M.  C,  37 ;  37  L.  T.  (N.S.),  544;  26 
W.  R.,  44. 
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the  Extradition  Act  is  applied  bj  Order  in  Council  in  the 
case  of  that  state,  is  narrower  in  its  terms  than  the  Act, 
the  operation  of  the  Act  is  limited  to  what  is  consistent 
with  the  treaty.  Alfred  Thomas  Wilson  was  claimed 
by  the  Swiss  Government  under  the  treaty  of  1874, 
which  provided  that  no  British  subject  should  be  sur- 
rendered to  Switzerland.  It  was  proved  that  the 
prisoner  Wilson  was  a  British  subject,  but  the  chief 
magistrate  at  Bow  Street  held  that  he  was  not  entitled 
to  go  beyond  the  Act  and  look  at  the  terms  of  the  treaty, 
and  that,  as  there  was  no  provision  in  the  Act  against  the 
surrender  of  British  subjects,  he  ought  to  commit  the 
prisoner  with  a  view  to  his  extradition.  The  case  came 
before  the  Queen's  Bench  Division  on  the  return  to  a 
writ  of  habeas  corpus,  and  Mr.  Edward  Clarke,  for  the 
prisoner,  contended  that  the  treaty  recited  in  the  Order 
in  Council  must  be  read  together  with  the  Act.  Messrs. 
C.  Bowen  and  H.  D.  Greene,  contrJt,  argued  that  the 
legislature  could  not  have  intended  that  it  should  be  tlie 
duty  of  the  magistrate  to  ascertain  the  law  from  the  text 
of  diplomatic  papers,  and  that  the  efiFect  of  the  treaty 
was  merely  that  the  surrender  of  our  own  subjects  should 
not  be  compulsory.  The  Court,  however  (Cockbum,  C.J., 
Mellor  and  Field,  JJ.),  held  that  the  Act  was  clearly 
limited  by  the  treaty,  and  ordered  the  discharge  of  the 
prisoner. 

In  E.  V.  Jacobi  and  Hiller,*  in  1881,  the  prisoners  had 
obtained  goods  from  a  Mayence  firm  by  false  pretences 

•  46  L.  T.  (N.S.),  595  n. 
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made  in  letters  written  from  Amsterdam,  and  made 
orally  at  an  interview  in  Amsterdam  with  the  agent  of 
the  Mayence  firm.  The  goods  were  sent  to  the  prisoners 
at  Amsterdam,  and  were  by  them  sent  to  England, 
whither  they  also  betook  themselves.  Their  extradition 
was  demanded  by  Germany,  and,  on  application  for  a  rule 
nisi  for  a  habeas  (Mr.  A.  G.  Mclntyre  for  the  prisoners. 
Sir  H.  James,  A.G.,  and  Mr.  A.  L.  Smith  for  the  Crown), 
it  was  argued  that  the  ofifence,  if  any,  was  committed  in 
Holland,  and  not  in  Germany.  The  Court,  however 
(Pollock,  B.,  and  Stephen,  J.),  held  on  the  facts  that  the 
crime  was  committed  in  Germany.  The  question  argued 
in  E.  V.  Nillins,*  as  to  whether  a  person  may  become 
liable  to  be  surrendered  by  England  as  a  fugitive 
criminal  of  a  country  in  which  he  has  never  set  foot, 
does  not  appear  from  the  report  to  have  been  discussed 
in  the  case  of  Jacobi  and  Hiller. 

The  right  of  one  state  to  claim  from  another  the 
extradition  of  a  subject  of  a  third  state  was  discussed  in 
1882  in  B.  v.  Ganz,t  in  connection  with  the  Netherlands 
Treaty  of  1874.  Edward  Nathan  Ganz  was  committed 
by  the  chief  magistrate  at  Bow  Street  for  extradition  to 
the  Netherlands.  Letters  of  naturalisation  as  a  subject  of 
the  United  States,  found  upon  the  prisoner,  were  produced 
before  the  magistrate,  and,  on  the  application  for  a  rule 
nisi  for  a  habeas,  these  were  supplemented  by  an  affidavit 
by  the  prisoner  that  he  was  not  born  in  the  Netherlands. 

*  See  po9t,  p.  176. 

t  9  Q.  B.  D.,  93 ;  51  L.  J.  Q.  B.,  419 ;  46  L.  T.  (N.S.),  592. 
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Mr.  Besley  (with  him  Mr.  Tickell),  for  the  prisoner, 
contended  that  the  treaty  authorised  the  surrender  only 
of  subjects  of  one  of  the  contracting  parties  escaping  to 
the  dominions  of  the  other,  and  not  of  subjects  of  a  third 
state. 

Sir  H.  James,  A.G.,  and  Mr.  A.  L.  Smith,  for  the 
Crown  : — Any  person  residing  in  a  country  is  amenable 
to  its  criminal  law,  and  the  treaty  contains  no  exception 
in  favour  of  subjects  of  third  states. 

Pollock,  B.,  in  refusing  the  application,  said :  "  This 
matter,  no  doubt,  depends  not  only  on  the  English  statute, 
but  also  on  the  terms  of  the  treaty ;  but,  before  alluding 
to  the  treaty,  I  would  say  that  the  leading  principle 
which  underlies  all  questions  of  nationality,  as  applied  to 
crime  committed  within  any  particular  country,  is  this : 
Whatever  rights,  civil  or  otherwise,  a  man  may  have 
which  may  be  affected  by  his  domicile,  it  is,  and  must  be, 
perfectly  clear  by  the  law  of  uU  nations  that  each  person 
who  is  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  particular  country 
in  which  he  commits  a  crime  is  subject  to  that  jurisdic- 
tion ;  otherwise  the  criminal  law  could  not  be  adminis- 
tered  according  to  any  civilised  method With 

reference  to  this  general  rule,  we  must  consider  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  to  which  our  attention  has  been 
called."  These,  it  was  held,  were  wide  enough  to  include 
the  prisoner.  A  point  was  argued  as  to  the  authentica- 
tion of  the  foreign  warrant,  which  will  be  noticed  in 
the  chapter  on  Practice. 

A  question  of  considerable  importance  was  discussed 
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in  1884  in  R  u  Nillins.*  A  demand  was  made  by  the 
German  Government  for  the  extradition  of  one  Nillins 
for  forgery  and  obtaining  goods  by  false  pretences.  The 
charge  made  before  the  magistrate  was  that  the  prisoner 
had  written  and  sent  certain  letters  containing  the 
alleged  false  pretences  from  the  town  of  Southampton  in 
this  country,  to  certain  persons  carrying  on  business 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Gennan  Empire,  and  that 
by  these  means  such  persons  had  been  induced  to  part 
with  certain  goods,  some  of  which  were  delivered  to  the 
prisoner's  order  at  places  in  Germany,  and  some  in 
England,  and  that  the  prisoner  had  sent  to  such  persons, 
by  post  from  Southampton,  certain  forged  bills  of  ex- 
change in  payment  for  such  goods. 

On  the  argument  of  a  rule  nisi  for  a  habeas  corpus. 
Sir  F.  Herschell,  S.G.  (with  him  Sir  H.  James,  A.G., 
and  Messrs.  R  S.  Wright  and  Danckwertz),  contended 
for  the  Crown : — 

1.  That  the  crime  was  committed  in  Germany, 

2.  That  the  prisoner  was  a  fugitive  criminal  within 
the  Extradition  Act  and  the  German  Treaty.  He  re- 
ferred to  Art  I.  of  the  treaty,  to  the  definition  of 
"fugitive  criminal"  in  sec.  26  of  the  Act  of  1870,  and 
cited  R.  V.  JacobLf 

Mr.  Clifton,  for  the  prisoner : — 
1.  The  crime  was  committed  in  England  by  posting 
the  letters. 

•  63  L.  J.  M.  0.,  157. 

46  L.  T.  (N.S.),  595  n.    See  cmte,  p.  172. 
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2.  The  preamble  of  the  treaty  refers  to  ''fugitives 
from  justice."  It  cannot  be  said  that  the  prisoner  is  a 
fugitive  from  Germany,  as  he  committed  the  crime  in 
England,  and  has  not  been  in  Germany. 

The  Court  (Cave,  Day,  and  A.  L.  Smith,  JJ.)  held 
unanimously,  though  with  some  doubt  on  the  part  of 
Day,  J.,  on  the  second  point,  that  the  crime  was 
committed  in  Germany,  and  that  the  prisoner  was 
within  the  definition  given  in  the  Act,  and  also  within 
Art.  I.  of  the  German  Treaty. 

Since  the  passing  of  the  Extradition  Act,  1870,  the 
British  Government  has  entered  into  treaties  upon  this 
subject  with  Austria-Hungary,  Belgium,  Brazil,  Denmark, 
Ecuador,  France,  Germany,  Guatemala,  Hayti,  Honduras, 
Italy,  Luxemburg,  the  Netherlands,  Eussia,  Salvador, 
Siam,  Spain,  Sweden  and  Norway,  Switzerland,  Tonga,  and 
Uruguay.  The  treaty  with  Honduras  was  denounced  by 
that  country  in  1877,  and  that  with  Portugal  relates  only 
to  the  Indian  possessions  of  the  British  and  Portuguese 
Governments.  It  was  followed  by  a  convention  made  in 
January  1880  between  the  respective  Governers-General 
of  British  and  Portuguese  India.  The  Siamese  Treaties 
of  1883  and  1885  relate  to  British  Burmah.  The  full 
text  of  the  English  treaties  at  present  in  force  will  be 
found  in  the  Appendix  to  this  work,  and  also  the 
Fugitive  OfTenders  Act,  1881,  which  provides  in  cer- 
tain circumstances  for  the  apprehension  in  any  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  dominions  of  a  person  accused  of  having 
committed  an  offence  in  any  other  part,  and  his  return. 
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to  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  from  which  he  is 
a  fugitive. 

The  extradition  of  criminals  from  British  India  is 
regulated  by  the  Indian  Foreign  Jurisdiction  and  Extra- 
dition Act,  1879  (Act  XXL  of  1879),  and  by  the  Act 
passed  to  give  effect  to  the  above-mentioned  convention 
between  the  Governors-General  of  British  India  and 
Portuguese  India  (Act  IV.  of  1880).* 

*  See  also  Majne's  Commentaries  on  the  Indian  Penal  Code 
(12th  edition),  notes  to  sec  4. 
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CHAPTER  VL 

HISTORY  OF  THE  LAW  IN  FRANCE. 

The  law  of  extradition  in  France  differs  in  every  respect 
from  that  of  the  countries  abeady  treated  of.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  propriety  of  delivering  up  a  demanded  fugitive 
has  never  been  discussed  before  a  French  tribunal.  That 
is  held  to  be  a  purely  political  question  with  which  courts 
of  justice  have  no  concern.*  On  the  other  hand,  the 
questions  with  which  the  French  courts  have  dealt  have 
seldom  arisen  in  proceedings  in  England  or  America. 
All  the  cases  which  are  found  in  the  French  reports  are 

^  The  principle  of  extradition  does  not  depend  npon  treaties, 
bnt  npon  the  sorerei^n  rights  residing  in  the  ruler  of  each  State 
in  virtue  of  which  he  maintains  good  relations  with  his  neigh- 
bours ;  to  put  in  action  the  power  of  extradition  is  a  measure  of 
international  right  emanating  from  the  will  of  the  executive 
power.  See  Faustin  Helie,  Tr.  de  I'lnst.  Crim.,  t.  2,  §  132,  p.  667; 
Mangin,  Tr.  de  I'Action  Publique,  No.  75 ;  Trebutien,  Cours  El^- 
mentaire  de  Droit  Crim.,  t.  2,  p.  132 ;  Le  Sellyar,  Tr.  du  Droit 
Crim.,t.  6,  No.  1952;  Dalloz,  Jurisp.  G6n.,  1867,  i.  281;  1876, 
i.  512 ;  1884,  L  384. 

Governments  can  extend  or  modify  treaties  at  their  will,  and 
can  grant  or  receive  the  extradition  of  criminals  whether  any 
treaty  exist  or  not.  Comtesse  de  la  Grandville,  Dalloz,  Jurisp. 
G^n.,  1827,  i.  288;  Sirey,  Collect  Nouv.  8,  1,  628;  Rep.  G^n. 
viLUl. 
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those  of  criminals  who,  having  been  delivered  up  to  France, 
have  tried  there  to  dispute  the  legality  of  their  surrender, 
or  have  raised  some  objection  to  the  manner  of  their  trial 

These  cases  are  very  simple,  and  require  no  detailed 
analysis,  but  they  have  considerable  interest  as  illustra* 
ting  another  side  of  the  Law  of  Extradition.  A  convenient 
starting-place  for  this  part  of  the  history  is  found  in  a 
Circular  of  the  French  Minister  of  Justice  which  was 
issued  in  1841,  and  lays  down  with  great  fulness  the 
theory  of  French  law  upon  the  subject. 

The  only  question  of  any  importance  arising  before  this 
time  seems  to  have  been  as  to  the  right  of  the  govern- 
ment to  surrender  a  French  subject.  That  this  right  was 
possessed  by  the  kings  of  France  until  1830  seems  to  be 
acknowledged,  but  it  was  contended  later,  that  it  was  a 
right  which  existed  in  the  persons  of  the  kings  of  France, 
and  that,  in  the  absence  of  positive  law,  the  chief  of  the 
Government  which  issued  from  the  revolution  of  that  year 
did  not  inherit  it  Dalloz,  however,  maintains  that  it 
existed  by  virtue  of  Uie  Circular  of  the  25th  October  1811, 
which  recognised  the  right  of  the  Government  to  grant 
the  extradition  of  a  Frenchman,  and  regulated  its  exercise.* 
The  question,  however,  is  now  of  no  importance,  as  by  the 
year  1841  it  had  b^n  thoroughly  established  that  no 
French  subject  could  be  given  up.t 

•  Dalloz,  Diet.  G^n.  Suppl.  229. 

t  See  Ccrrespondenoe  respecting  Extradition,  1866,  p.  14  Case 
of  the  Baron  de  Yidil,  Eep.  Gdn.  do  Jarisp.,  vii.  140,  po9t, 
Appendix,  p.  ccli. 

N   2 
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It  is  stated  by  several  French  authors,  that  in  1831  the 
French  Government  declared  that  for  the  future  it  would 
neither  grant  nor  demand  extradition,  and  notified  to  the 
Swiss  Confederation  its  renunciation  of  the  then  existing 
treaties,*  but  the  fact  that  fresh  treaties  were  made  in 
1834  and  1838  makes  this  statement  appear  improbable; 
it  is  discredited  by  Fcelix  ;  t  and  the  silence  of  the  French 
Minister  upon  the  matter,  when  he  is  mentioning  treaties 
which  had  been  in  existence  long  before  1831,  seems  con- 
clusive as  to  the  incorrectness  of  the  statement. 

In  the  Circular  of  1841  the  French  Minister  of  Justice 
mentioned  that  France  had  four  treaties  with  foreign 
powers : — with  Spain  (29th  September  1765),  Switzerland 
(18th  July  1828),  Belgium  (29th  November  1834),  and 
Sardinia  (23rd  May  1838).$  He  added,  that  even  in  the 
absence  of  treaties  she  could  obtain  the  extradition  of 
criminals  from  other  countries  except  from  Great  Britain 
and  the  United  States.  He  then,  after  stating  the 
principles  of  justice  and  expediency  on  which  the  practice 
of  extradition  was  founded,  mentioned   two  important 

*  Maugin,  Tr.  de  TAct.  publ.,  No.  74;  Ortolan  and  Ledean,. 
Tr.  de  Min.  pnbl.,  231. 

t  Foelix,  2,  329. 

X  It  wonld  appear  that  other  treaties  had  formerly  existed,  but 
bad  either  been  renounced  or  allowed  to  fall  into  disuse.  In  Mr. 
Jefferson's  letter  of  1791,  referred  to  at  p.  34  of  this  work,  he 
says : — "  I  know  that  such  conventions  exist  between  France  and 
Spain;  France  and  Sardinia,  France  and  Germany,  France  and  the 
United  Netherlands,  between  the  several  sovereigns  constituting 
the  Germanic  body,  and  I  believe  very  generally  between  co- 
terminous States  on  the  continent  of  Europe." 


THE   LAW   OF   EXTRADITION.  181 

limitations.  It  should  never,  he  said,  be  claimed  or 
granted  for  trifling  offences.  They  were  not  sufl&ciently 
injurious  to  the  welfare  of  the  state,  and  he  added,  "  II 
faut  une  raison  puissante  pour  faire  rechercher  sur  la  terre 
6trangfere  Thonime  qui  s'est  puni  par  T^loignement  volon- 
taire  de  sa  patrie." 

The  other  exception  regarded  political  offences : — 

"  Les  crimes  politiques  s'accomplissent  dans  des  circon- 
stances  si  difficiles  k  appr^cier,  ils  naissent  de  passions  si 
ardentes,  qui  souvent  sont  leur  excuse,  que  la  France 
maintient  le  principe  que  Textradition  ne  doit  pas  avoir 
lieu  pour  fait  politique.  C'est  une  rtgle  qu'elle  met  son 
honneur  k  soutenir.  EUe  a  toujours  refus6,  depuis  1830, 
de  pareUles  extraditions ;  elle  n*en  demandera  jamais."* 

Of  the  remainder  of  the  Circular,  which  deals  with  the 
rules  to  be  observed  in  all  cases  of  extradition,  the  follow- 
ing is  a  summary  :  f — 

1.  Extradition  does  not  apply  to  persons  who  have 
taken  refuge  in  tlieir  own  country ;  consequently  France 
can  only  demand  the  extradition  of  a  Frenchman,  or  of  a 
foreigner  who  has  taken  refuge  in  a  country  other  than 
that  to  which  he  belongs4 

*  The  treaty  between  France  and  Switzerland  of  the  ISih  Jnly 
1828,  Art.  5,  includes  specifically  "  les  crimes  contre  la  siiret^  de 
TEtat."  This  provision  has,  however,  never  been  acted  upon,  nor 
reproduced  (Blondel,  Monog.  Alphab^tiqne,  42),  and  is  considered 
-to  be  tacitly  abrogated.  Letter  of  M.  Nestor  Treitt,  Report  on 
Extradition,  1868 ;  Appendix. 

t  The  Circular  is  given  in  full  in  Dalloz,  Jnrisp.  G^n.,  1841, 
iii.  440. 

X  Under  this  rule  France  in  1861  refused  the  surrender  of  Baron 
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2.  Extradition  can  only  be  admitted  with  regard  to  a 
person  accused  of  an  act  punishable  with  severe  and 
degrading  punishment  (peine  afflictive  ou  infamante\  that 
is  to  saj,  of  a  crime  other  than  a  political  crime,  and  not 
of  a  misdemeanour  {(Ulit),  It  follows  that  if  the  extra- 
dition has  been  obtained  of  a  person  accused  at  once  of  a 
crime  and  a  misdemeanour,  he  ought  not  to  be  put  upon 
his  trial  for  the  misdemeanour. 

So  in  the  case  of  the  surrender  of  a  person  accused  of 
an  ordinary  crime,  and  a  political  crime,  he  should  only 
be  tried  for  the  former,  and  if  acquitted,  or  after  the 
expiration  of  his  punishment,  he  must  leave  France  within 
a  time  fixed  by  the  Government. 

de  Yidil,  though  there  was  no  such  limitation  in  the  treaty 
between  Great  Britain  and  France.  England  it  seems  wonld  not 
refuse  a  surrender  upon  the  ground  of  nationality.  See  the  judg- 
ment of  Cockburo,  L.O.J.,  in  Tiynan's  case,  anie,  p.  144;  and 
Bnrley's  case,  ante,  p.  100.  As  to  the  rule  in  the  United  States, 
see  pp.  39,  46. 

Martens  says  that  a  State  should  not  surrender  its  own  sub* 
jects.  Droit  des  Gens,  §  101.  Faustin  Helie  is  of  opinion  that 
such  a  surrender  is  quite  proper.  Droit  Intern.,  672.  Kluit  holda 
the  surrender  legitimate,  but  says  that  political  convenience  will 
generally  prevent  it.  De  Deditione  Frofugornm,  61.  There  iff 
some  difference  of  opinion  among  foreign  writers  as  to  whether  a 
fugitive  should  be  given  up  to  any  country  bat  his  own.  Martens, 
Droit  des  Gens,  §  101«  says  not;  Faustin  Helie,  Tr.  de  Tlnst. 
Grim.,  2,  672^  and  Kluit,  De  Deditione  Frofagorum,  61,  say  that 
such  a  surrender  would  be  perfectly  legitimate.  The  question 
was  mooted  in  the  case  of  Marguerite  Diblancs,  a  Belgian 
subject,  who  committed  murder  in  London,  and  fled  to  Faris, 
but  she  was  surrendered  without  any  formal  decision  upon  the 
point. 
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3.  The  order  of  extradition  states  the  act  upon  which  it 
is  founded,  and  that  act  alone  should  be  investigated* 

Whence  it  follows,  that  if,  during  the  trial  of  the  crime 
for  which  extradition  has  been  granted,  proofs  are  dis- 
covered of  anotlier  crime,  a  new  demand  in  extradition 
must  be  made.* 

4.  The  Government  alone  is  competent  to  decide  the 
scope  of  an  order  of  extradition,  and  to  interpret  its  terms ; 
the  courts  must  suspend  proceedings  until  that  decision  is 
given.t 

5.  The  Government  alone  is  entitled  to  make  a  demand 
of  extradition  upon  a  foreign  power;  the procureur&-gh^atujD 
can  only  correspond  with  the  magistrates  of  neighbouring 
and  friendly  states  in  order  to  obtain  information. 

6.  The  Procureur-GenSral  should  forward  to  the  depart- 
ment of  the  Ministry  of  Justice,  with  an  explanatory  letter, 
the  demand  of  extradition,  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of 
arrest,  or  by  a  decree  of  the  chanibre  des  mises  en  dcctLsa" 
tion,  or  by  a  decree  of  condemnation,  either  after  juiy 
trial  or  par  contuvuice,  according  to  the  state  of  the 
proceedings. 

The  Belgian  and  Spanish  Governments  are  in  the  habit 
of  only  granting  extradition  upon  the  production  of  the 
decree  of  the  chamhre  des  mises  en  accusation. 

•  See  Lesellyer,  Traits  du  Droit  Crim.,  5, 1964 ;  FobUx,  Droit 
Intern.,  580 ;  Bep.  Qdn.  de  Jnrisp.,  viL  143. 

t  Comtesse  de  Granville,  Dalloz,  Jnrisp.  G€n.»  1827,  i  288; 
Burgerej,  Dalloz,  J.  G.,  1841,  L  440 ;  Davia,  Dalloz,  J.  G.,  1847, 
iy.249;  Darean,  Dalloz,  J.  G.,  1853,  ▼.  215 ;  Chardon,  Dalloz,  J.  G., 
1865,  i.  48 ;  Benne^on,  Dalloz,  J.  G.,  1867,  i.  281. 


184'  .A   TREATISE   UPON 

7.  If,  pending  the  demand  of  extradition,  the  act  which 
has  prompted  it  has  lost  the  character  of  a  crime,  and 
become  a  misdemeanour,  or  if  the  accusation  has  been 
annulled  {s^il  est  intervenu  urv  arrit  de  non  lieu),  the 
minister  should  be  informed  without  delay,  that  the  de- 
mand may  be  withdrawn,  or  the  accused  set  at  liberty  and 
conducted  to  the  frontier. 

8.  When  the  accused  is  delivered  up,  he  is  at  first  in 
the  charge  of  the  administrative  authority,  then  received 
by  the  Procureur-GSniral,  who  takes  measures  for  sending 
him  to  the  place  where  the  accusation  should  be  prosecuted. 

9.  The  Government  has  the  exclusive  right  of  deciding 
upon  demands  of  extradition  made  by  foreign  Govern- 
ments, although  the  magistrates  of  these  countries  some- 
times forward  warrants,  orders  of  arrest,  or  records  of  con- 
viction, directly  to  the  magistrates  of  the  French  tribunals ; 
these  documents  should  immediately  be  transmitted  to 
the  department  of  the  Ministry  of  Justice. 

10.  In  France  the  execution  of  a  Royal  Decree  of  Extra- 
dition is  intrusted  to  the  administrative  authority. 

11.  If  the  foreigner  whose  extradition  has  been  granted 
is  at  the  time  under  accusation,  or  undergoing  a  sentence, 
the  execution  of  the  order  of  extradition  must  be  post- 
poned until  the  decision  upon  the  charge  or  the  expiration 
of  the  sentence.  Nevertheless,  the  extradition  cannot  be 
hindered  by  anything  but  the  requirements  of  public 
justice,  as,  for  instance,  if  the  foreigner  were  detained  for 
debt. 

The  Circulars  upon  Extradition  of  6th  October  1810, 
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12th  June  181G,  and  31st  July  1821,  were  abrogated  by 
that  of  1841. 

The  rule  that  a  prisoner  surrendered  upon  a  charge  of 
crime,  but  accused  also  of  misdemeanour,  should  only 
be  tried  for  the  crime,  had  been  acted  upon  in  the  case 
of  Dermenon,  who  was  given  up  by  Geneva  in  1840  on 
a  charge  of  fraudulent  bankruptcy.  The  renvoi  of  the 
chamhrc  des  mises  en  accusation  ordered  that,  if  acquitted 
on  this  charge,  he  should  be  tried  for  simple  bankruptcy 
and  breach  of  trust  He  was  so  acquitted,  and  the  Minister 
of  Justice  held  himself  bound  to  re-deliver  him  to  Geneva. 
Tliat  state  refused  to  receive  him;  but  the  question 
whether  this  operated  as  a  new  extradition,  or  whether  he 
ought  to  be  liberated  at  the  French  frontier,  was  held  to 
be  purely  a  political  matter.* 

The  rule  was  also  recognised  in  the  case  of  Sauve,  a 
deserter  from  the  French  army,  accused  of  theft.  He  was 
delivered  up  by  Switzerland  on  the  express  condition  that 
he  should  not  be  tried  as  a  deserter,  but  only  for  the  theft 
for  which  he  had  been  condemned  par  corUumuce.  It  was 
held  in  this  case,  that  the  judges  empowered,  according  to 
the  information,  to  judge  of  the  misdemeanour  as  well 
as  the  crime,  ought  to  declare  themselves  without  juris- 
diction over  the  former.  Sauve  was  tried  and  condemned 
as  a  deserter;  but  this  judgment  was  overruled  by  the 
Conseil  de  Envision  de  Paris,  and  he  was  sent  back  to  be 
allowed  to  purge  his  contumacy,  and  to  be  tried  for  the 
thefts  charged  against  him.f 

•  Dalloz.  Jurisp.  G^n.,  1840,  i.  438.  t  ^d,,  1862,  ▼.  159* 
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Other  cases,  however,  show  that  the  principle  must  be 
taken  with  some  modifications. 

In  the  case  of  Wolf  Cromback  in  1845,  the  prisoner 
was  delivered  up  by  Switzerland  tovfavx  en  (criture  de 
commerce.  The  order  of  extradition  was  general,  but  this 
was  the  only  description  of  forgery  specified  in  the  treaty 
imder  which  he  was  claimed.  On  his  trial  the  writings 
proved  not  to  be  of  a  commercial  character,  and  he  was 
convicted  of  faux  en  ecriture  privSe,  He  thereupon 
prayed  the  court  that  he  might  be  sent  back  to  Switzer^ 
land,  quoting  Dermenon's  case ;  but  this  point  was  over- 
ruled, and  he  was  sentenced  to  five  years  of  redusion,  and 
to  Vca-position.  He  appealed  to  the  Cour  de  Cassation, 
which,  after  deliberation  in  Chambre  de  Conseil,  decided, 
that  as  the  treaty  provided  for  the  delivery  up,  not  only 
of  those  declared  guilty,  but  of  those  pursued  as.  such,  in 
virtue  of  warrants  certified  by  the  proper  legal  authority, 
the  legality  of  the  extradition  and  of  its  consequences 
must  be  tested,  not  by  reference  to  the  gravity  and  legal 
character  of  the  crime  as  described  in  the  sentence  of  con- 
demnation, but  with  regard  to  the  original  charge  against 
him  uj)on  which  he  was  pursued.  The  appeal  was  there- 
fore rejected  * 

In  the  same  year  the  Abb6  Grandvaux,  charged  with 
fauo:  en  (criture  privie  et  d'erdixemeiit  de  mineure,  was 
given  up  by  Tuscany,  with  an  express  stipulation  that  he 
should  not  be  tried  for  the  latter  offence.  The  cliamhx 
des  mises  en  cu:cusation,  however,  finding  there  were  no 

*  Dalloz,  Jurisp.  G^n.,  1845,  i.  111.     See  some  observations 
upon  this  singular  decision  in  Eep.  G6n.  de  Jnrisp.,  vii.  143. 
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sufficient  grounds  for  the  heavier  charge,  remanded  him^ 
and  instructed  the  Cour  d'Assises  to  try  him  for  the 
smaller  oflfence.  On  appeal  against  this  arrSt^  the  Cour 
de  Cassation  held  that  the  criminal  courts  must  proceed 
without  regard  to  the  conditions  of  extradition.  That 
was  a  matter  for  the  consideration  of  the  Government^ 
which  might  prevent  the  execution  of  the  sentence,  and 
re-deliver  the  criminal.* 

In  the  case  of  Pascal,  surrendered  by  Spain  in  1858„ 
the  Cour  de  Cassation  held  that  if  the  appellant,  whose 
extradition  had  been  granted  upon  a  charge  of  rape,  and 
of  an  indecent  assault,  with  violence,  had  only  been  con- 
victed of  an  indecent  assault,  without  violence,  upon  a 
child  of  less  than  eleven  years,  it  was  clear  that  it  was 
the  same  act  differently  described,  and  therefore  there  was- 
no  ground  for  a  reference  to  the  limitations  in  the  order 
of  extradition,!  and  in  the  case  of  Kich,J  surrendered  by 
the  United  States  in  1877  on  a  charge  of  rape,  the  Cour 
de  Cassation  held  a  conviction  for  the  attempt  only,  to 
commit  that  crime,  good,  as  it  was  founded  on  the  facts 
which  were  the  ground  of  the  surrender. 

It  has  been  decided  that  the  conditions  in  a  grant  of 
extradition  are  stipulations  in  favour  of  the  accused,, 
which  he  may  waive  if  he  thinks  it  advisable.  Upon 
such  waiver  he  may  be  tried  not  merely  for  a  crime 
not  within  the  extradition  treaty  under  which  he  was 
surrendered,  but  for  a  crime  entirely  unconnected  with 
the  matter  which  has  been  the  ground  of  his  extradi- 

•  Dalloz,  Juriap.  G^n.,  1845,  i.  405.        t  Ihid.,  1863,  v.  176. 

X  Ibid.,  1877,  i.  463. 
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tion.*  But  if,  being  accused  of  fraudulent  bankruptcy 
and  simple  bankruptcy,  and  given  up  for  the  former, 
he  allows  himself  to  be  tried  for  fraudulent  bankruptcy 
only,  without  renouncing  the  benefit  of  the  tenns  of  the 
order  of  extradition,  he  cannot  afterwards  complain 
that  the  question  of  simple  bankruptcy  was  not  left  to 

the  jury.t 

The  other  French  decisions  refer  chiefly  to  the  incom- 
petence of  the  tribunals  to  consider  the  legality  of  the 
surrender  which  has  been  made.  The  doctrine  was  fully 
laid  down  in  the  case  of  Burgerey  in  1841.  He  was 
given  up  by  the  Republic  of  Berne  on  a  chaise  which 
did  not  come  within  the  treaty.  He  appealed  against 
his  conviction,  but  the  Cour  de  Cassation  held  that  the 
two  countries  might  have  extended  or  modified  the  Con- 
vention by  subsequent  agreements,  according  to  the 
requirements  and  obligations  of  the  friendly  relations 
which  subsisted  between  them :  that  the  French  tri- 
bunals were  not  called  upon  to  inquire  into  the  reasons 
which  had  determined  the  Eepublic  of  Berne,  the  sole 
guardian  of  its  own  independence  and  dignity,  to  grant 
the  extradition  ;  and  that  whether  it  had  been  demanded 
or  spontaneously  accorded,  the  prisoner  had  been  legally 
remitted  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  law  by  which  his  crime 
was  punishable.! 

*  Legraverend,  L^gisl.  Grim.,  i.  112 ;  Blondel,  Monog.  Alpba- 
b6tique,  33 ;  and  see  the  Lamirande  case,  post,  p.  cclii. 

t  Le  Siear  Pascal,  Dalloz,  Jnrisp.  G6n,,  1847,  i.  202. 

X  Dalloz,  Jarisp.  G^n.,  1841,  i.  440.  And  see  the  cases  of 
L*Abb^  Laugd,  DaUoz,  J.  6.,  1845,  i.  223;  Bastianesi,  ibid,,  405; 


THE   LAW   OF   EXTRADITIOX.  189 

The  Cour  d' Assises  of  the  Seine  also  decided  in  1846 
(December  13)  that  as  the  right  of  extradition  was 
inherent  in  every  Govemment,  and  treaties  only  regulated 
this  pre-existent  right,  it  was  not  giving  a  retrospective 
operation  to  a  treaty  to  try  a  fugitive  surrendered  under 
it  for  an  offence  committed  before  the  treaty  was  con- 
cluded.* 

Since  the  first  edition  of  this  work  was  published, 
three  very  important  cases  have  come  before  the  French 
courts.  They  were  fully  discussed  and  reported,  and  the 
decisions  may  be  taken  to  have  established  the  law  in 
France  with  regard  to  the  respective  functions  of  the 
executive  and  judicial  authorities  in  matters  of  extra- 
dition. Slightly  the  first  in  order  of  time  was  that  of 
Lamirande,  who  was  surrendered  by  Canada,  or  rather 
was  kidnapped  in  Canada  by  the  French  police-ofiBcers, 
under  the  circumstances  stated  in  a  former  chapter.f 
He  was  sent  for  trial  before  the  Cour  d'Assises  de 
Vienne  by  the  clmmhre  des  mises  en  accusations  on  charges 
of  forgery,  theft,  and  breach  of  trust.  The  Minister  of 
Justice  had  addressed  a  letter  to  the  Procureur-GenSral 
directing  him  to  bring  Lamirande  to  trial  for  forgery 
only,  unless  he  voluntarily  accepted  the  decision  of  the 
jury  upon  the  other  charges.  The  President  of  the  Court 
informed  the  prisoner  of  this,  and  called  upon  him  to 

Cruveilld,  Dalloz,  J.  G.,  1847,  i.  94;  Viremaitre,  J.  G.,  1851,  v. 
248 ;  Dareau,  J.  G.,  1853,  v.  215 ;  Chardon,  J.  G.,  1865,  i  248. 

•  Davia,  Dalloz,  Jurisp.  Gdn.,  1847,  iv.  249. 

t  See  ante,  p.  113 ;  and  post,  Appendix,  p.  cclii. 
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declare  if  he  consented  to  be  tried  for  theft  and  breach 
of  trust.      Lamirande  refused  to  consent,  but  the  Court 
nevertheless  decided  that  he  should  be  tried  upon  all  the 
charges.     It  held  that  the  fundamental  principle  of  the 
separation  of  powers  forbade  the  French  tribunals  to 
concern  themselves  with  the  interpretation  or  application 
of  the  acts  of  government  by  which  the  accused  liad 
been  submitted  to  their  jurisdiction ;  that  by  the  mere 
fact  of  the  sending  an  accused  person  for  trial  before  his 
natural  judges,    the    Government   had   guaranteed   the 
regularity  of    his  extradition,  and   that   this   decision, 
which  was  in  the  exclusive  competence  of  the  executive 
power,  could  not  be  the  subject  of  any  appeal  to  the 
courts,  and  further,  that   the  letter  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice  was  simply  one  of  instruction  to  the  Prociircur- 
GAifral,  and  could  not  in  any  way  hinder  the  execution 
of  a  decree  of  the  cJiavihre  des  mises  en  accusaiion.     Upon 
the  day  after  this  decision  was  given  (December  4, 1866) 
Lamirande  consented  in  case  of  his  acquittal  for  forgery 
to  be  tried  on  the  charge  of  theft,  but  the  Procurair- 
GenSral  appealed  against  the  decree  above  stated,  and  the 
question  was  re-argued   before   the   same    court,  which 
reversed  its  former  decision,  holding  now  that  it  was 
bound  by  the  requisition  of  the   Minister    of   Justice. 
This  decree  recited  that  it  was  a  matter  of  principle  that 
an  accused  should  only  be  tried  for  the  ofifence  for  which 
he   was   surrendered  except  with    his  express  consent, 
Lamirande  was  accordingly  tried  for  forgery  only,  and 
being  convicted  was  sentenced  to  ten  years'  solitary  con- 
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finement.*  The  other  two  cases  occurred  in  the  early 
part  of  1867,  and  were  veiy  similar  in  the  questions  of 
law  involved  One  Eenne^on,  who  had  been  a  wine 
merchant  at  Avize  (Marne)  was  claimed  from  Belgium, 
imder  the  treaty  of  the  22nd  November  1834,  upon  a 
charge  of  fraudulent  bankruptcy.  A  regular  demand  was 
made  by  the  French  Government,  but  before  it  was 
finally  completed  he  consented  to  be  sent  to  France.  The 
Proct^'eur-Imperial  of  Epemay  was  informed  by  the 
Belgian  authorities  that  the  prisoner  demanded  to  be 
given  up  without  waiting  for  the  completion  of  the  pre- 
liminary legal  forms,  and  he  was  accordingly  given  up  at 
the  frontier  to  the  French  gendarmes.  Upon  his  exami- 
nation by  the  Juge  d! Instmction  at  Epernay,  it  was  found 
that  the  charge  of  fraudulent  bankruptcy  could  not  be 
sustained,  but  he  was  sent  for  trial  for  the  misdemeanour 
of  simple  bankruptcy.  He  objected  before  the  Cour 
d* Assises  that  he  ought  only  to  be  tried  for  the  ofifence 
for  which  his  extradition  had  been  claimed,  and  the  court 
adjourned  the  trial  in  order  that  a  copy  miglit  be  obtained 

♦  Dalloz,  Jurisp.  Gdn.,  1867,  ii.  171.  See  also  two  very  able 
articles  by  M.  Dacrocq  in  the  Bevue  Critique,  t.  29,  p.  481  (Dec. 
1866),  and  t.  30,  p.  1  (Jan.  1867).  "Aprcs  les  contestations  de 
son  avocat  en  date  da  3  Ddcembre,  Lamirande  a  accept^,  le  4,  le 
d^bat  snr  les  fans,  et  en  cas  d'acqnittement  m^me  snr  les  vols,  de 
sorte  que  son  acquiescement  nous  aurait  obligi^  a  le  garder,  s'il 
eiit  6i&  aoquittd,  et  a  le  jnger  snr  les  accusations  que  le  respect  des 
Trait^s  nous  empdcbait  de  soumettre  an  jury  d^s  Touverture  de  la 
session.'*  Letter  of  M.  de  Moustier,  Lamirande  Correspondence, 
2,  84.  See  also  Blondel,  Monog.  Alphab.  de  TExbradition,  33, 
and  Bep.  Gdn.,  yii.  143. 
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of  the  demand  to  be  given  up  which  he  had  addressed  to 
the  Belgian  Government.  The  document  was  supplied 
by  the  Belgian  Minister  of  Justice,  and  on  the  1st  of 
February  1867,  the  Cour  Imp^riale  at  Paris,  having  con- 
sidered its  terms,  ordered  that  the  prisoner  should  be 
reconducted  to  the  frontier  and  there  set  at  liberty.  The 
Pracureur-Gen^al  did  not  appeal  in  time  against  this 
decree,  and  it  was  accordingly  carried  into  efifect.  But 
M.  Baroche,  the  Minister  of  Justice,  considered  the  case 
of  so  much  importance  that,  although  the  prisoner  had 
been  set  free,  he  ordered  the  Procureur-Giniral  to  apply 
to  the  Cour  de  Cassation  to  annul  the  decree  of  the  Cour 
Impdriale.  In  his  despatch  to  the  Procurcur-Gen&ral, 
M.  Baroche  laid  down  in  the  most  distinct  terms  the 
doctrine  that  the  courts  of  law  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  control  or  interpretation  of  proceedings  in  extradition, 
and  referred  f  tdly  to  cases  in  support  of  this  proposition.* 
All  such  questions  were,  he  said,  matters  for  the  decision 
of  the  Government  alone.  The  only  discretion  permitted 
to  the  courts  was,  that  if  the  prisoner  raised  difficulties 
on  which  it  appeared  the  Government  had  not  been  asked 
to    decide,   the   trial   might    be   postponed    until   such 

*  "  Les  qaestions  qni  peat  soulevcr  une  extradition  dtant  oniqae- 
ment  intemationales  an  accasc  n*a  pas  qnalitd  pour  invoquer  dans 
un  intdr^t  exclusivement  personnel  les  vices  pr^tendas  d*ane  ex- 
tradition, soit  en  la  forme,  soit  au  fond  (Craveilli^,  Dalloz,  Jarisp. 
G^n.,  1847,  i.  94  Yiremaitre,  Dalloz,  J.  G.,  1851,  v.  248.  Dareaa, 
Dalloz,  J.  G.,  1853,  v.  215.  Lamirande,  Dalloz,  J.  G.,  1867,  ii. 
171).''  See  the  despatch  in  fall  in  Dalloz,  1867,  i.  281.  See  also 
the  case  of  Quesson,  Dalloz,  J.  G.,  1867,  i.  463. 
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decision  had  been  given.  He  declared  that  the  Court 
mistook  the  principles  of  extradition  when  it  recognised 
on  behalf  of  a  fugitive  a  right  arising  from  the  treaty,  the 
right  of  being  tried  only  for  a  certain  crime  or  misde- 
meanour. A  criminal  could  acquire  no  right  against  the 
justice  of  his  country ;  the  tribunal  had  nothing  to  do 
but  to  try  the  facts ;  it  could  not  take  cognizance  of  the 
conditions  upon  which  extradition  had  been  granted 
except  upon  a  notification  from  the  Minister  of  Justice.* 
And  he  quoted  the  case  of  Bastianesi,  who  was  given 
up  by  a  foreign  state  without  any  demand  of  extradition 
having  been  made.  In  this  case  the  court  postponed  the 
trial,  and  the  French  Government  made  application  to 
the  foreign  state,  which  ratified  the  surrender,  and  the 
prisoner  was  then  tried.t 

*  It  is  notable  with  what  emphatic  distinctness  the  doctrine  is 
laid  down  in  the  despatch.  *'  Qae  Tappr^ciation  et  Tez^cntion 
des  actes  d*extradition  tenant  a  I'interpr^tation  des  trait^s,  ren- 
trent  dans  le  ponvoir  da  Gonvemement  (Aff.  Ghrandvanx),  qne  lea 
trait^s  de  Teztradition  sent  des  actes  de  hante  administration 
intenrenns,  entre  denx  puissances,  et  que  ces  puissances,  et  que 
ces  puissances  seules  peuvent  de  concert  ezpliquer  ou  interpreter ; 
qu'il  n'appartient  en  aucune  mani^re  a  I'autorit^  judiciaire  de 
s'immiscer  dans  ces  explications  ou  interpretations  (Affs.  Yire- 
maitre,  Dareau),  et  que  ces  actes  de  haute  administration  ^chap- 
pent  k  tout  contrdle  de  Pautorite  judiciaire  (Aff.  Chardon).  Enfin 
I'arrdt  Dermenon  (Dalloz,  Jurisp.  G^n.,  1840,  i  438)  defend  anx 
tribunaux  de  decider  si  des  actes  d'une  autorite  dtrang^re  con- 
stituent ou  non  une  extradition  virtuelle  sans  en  rdf^rer  a  Tinter- 
pr^tation  du  Gouyernement.'' 

t  Bastianesi;  Dalloz,  J.  G.,  1845,  i  405;  Blondel,  Monog. 
Alphab.,  8. 
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The  Coui'  de  Cassation  accepted  the  doctrines  laid 
down  in  this  despatch,  but  in  annulling  the  decree  of  the 
court  below  rested  its  judgment  in  great  measure  upon 
the  special  circumstances  of  the  case.     It  stated  as  the 
grounds  of  the  annulment,  (1)  that  in  case  of  a  dispute 
between  the  public  prosecutor  and  the  accused  as  to 
whether  the  circumstances  of  his  extradition  implied  a 
convention  regulated  by  treaty  between  the  two  powers, 
there  is  ground  for  adjournment   until  the  competent 
authority  has  decided  the  question.     (2)  That  the  court 
ttcts  without  authority  if  it  decides  that  the  giving  up 
should  involve   the    consequences    of    an    extradition; 
especially  if  it  founds  its  decision  exclusively  on  docu- 
ments   coming    from    the   foreign    country.      (3)  That 
Bennepon,  having  consented  to  be  sent  to  France  before 
the  completion  of  the   formalities    consequent  upon  a 
regular  demand,  could  not  complain  of  the  non-observance 
of  conditions  applicable  to  cases  of  extradition ;  and  (4) 
that  the  judge  who  holds  an  accused  to  be  detained 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  cannot  order  him- 
to  be  reconducted  to  the  frontier,  that  right  belonging  to 
the  executive  power  only.* 

In  the  other  case,  that  of  Faure  de  Monginot,  there 
was  nothing  in  the  special  circumstances  which  rendered 
unnecessary  a  distinct  decision  of  the  main  question.  He 
was  claimed  from  Belgium  under  the  same  treaty  for 
complicity  in  fraudulent  bankruptcy,  and  was  regularly 
surrendered.  It  being  found  by  the  charnhre  des  mises 
•  AS.  Bemie^on ;  Dalloz,  Jarisp.  G^n.,  1867,  i.  281. 
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en  accusation  that  there  was  no  evidence  against  him 
upon  the  charge  on  which  his  surrender  had  been 
obtained,  he  was  sent  for  trial  before  the  tribunal  correc- 
ti/ontid  de  la  Seine  for  misdemeanour  in  embezzling  and 
breach  of  trust. 

Upon  objection  being  made  that  the  surrender  had 
been  granted  for  a  different  offence,  the  tribunal  held 
that  the  stipulations  of  treaties  were  matters  of  inter- 
national law,  and  decided  that  the  accused  should  be 
taken  to  the  frontier  and  set  at  liberty.  On  the  24th 
May  1867  the  Cour  Imp^riale  de  Paris  affirmed  this 
judgment ;  there  being  no  question  as  to  the  facts.  But 
the  prisoner  was  not  so  fortunate  as  Benne9on,  for  the 
decision  was  not  carried  into  effect.  An  appeal  was 
lodged,  and,  acting  on  the  doctrines  laid  down  by  M. 
Baroche  in  his  despatch,  the  Court  reversed  its  judgment 
on  25th  July  1867. 

In  1876  one  Both,*  who  was  bom  in  Alsace,  and  had 
chosen  French  nationality  after  the  annexation  of  Alsace 
by  Germany,  being  accused  of  abus  de  conjiance  committed 
in  France,  and  having  fled  to  Germany,  was  surrendered 
by  the  German  Government,  although  the  crime  of  abus 
de  conjiance  was  not  one  of  those  specified  in  the  treaty. 
The  Cour  de  Cassation  dismissed  his  appeal  against  the 
mandat  dHarrU  in  virtue  of  which  he  was  imprisoned,  on 
the  grounds  that  the  right  of  extradition  belongs  to  a 
government  by  reason  of  its  sovereign  power,  and  not  by 
reason  of  any  treaty  it  may  have  made  with  the  demand- 

•  Dalloz,  Jorisp.  66n.,  1876,  i.  512. 
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ing  State ;  that  such  treaties,  though  bmding  as  far  as 
they  extend,  cannot  be  any  obstacle  to  extradition  for 
other  crimes  than  those  specified  in  them ;  that  such  acts 
of  JiatUe  administration  are  not  subject  to  the  control  of 
the  judicial  authorities,  which  are  not  concerned  with  the 
motives  by  which  an  extradition  has  been  prompted ;  and 
that  the  person  surrendered  has  no  right  of  raising  objec- 
tions to  the  propriety  of  his  surrender. 

So  in  the  case  of  Cyvoct,*  surrendered  by  Belgium  in 
1883,  the  Cour  de  Cassation  laid  down  that  extradition 
treaties  are  matters  of  Jiaute  administration  between  the 
two  powers,  the  interpretation  of  which  is  for  the  powers 
themselves ;  and  that  a  prisoner  surrendered  to  the  justice 
of  his  country  in  virtue  of  an  extradition  treaty  cannot 
raise  any  question  as  to  the  application  of  the  treaty : 
and  in  the  case  of  Breuil  de  Eay8,t  surrendered  by  Spain 
in  the  same  year,  the  Cour  de  Cassation  held  that  the 
French  courts  are  not  to  consider  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  power  of  surrender  has  been  exercised;  the 
mere  fact  of  the  surrender  invests  tliem  with  jurisdiction 
to  try  the  prisoner  for  the  oflfence  in  respect  of  which  he 
has  been  surrendered. 

The  principle  laid  down  in  these  cases  has  been  attacked 
with  great  perseverance  by  counsel  representing  prisoners 
bY-ought  before  the  French  tribunals  after  extradition 
from  other  countries,  but  it  must  now  be  considered 
firmly  established.  The  result  of  the  cases  is  that  there 
is  nothing  in  the  French  law  to  prevent  the  courts  from 

*  Dalloz,  Jurisp.  G^n.  1884,  i.  379.  t  Ibid.  139. 
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trying  a  prisoner  for  crimes  other  than  that  for  which 
his  surrender  has  been  granted,*  and  that  he  cannot  raise 
before  the  French  tribunals  any  objection  to  his  surrender 
founded  on  the  terms  of  the  treaty  under  which  his  sur- 
render appears  to  have  been  made.  Tlie  Minister  of 
Justice  may  interpose  and  re-deliver  the  accused  to  the 
state  which  has  surrendered  him  if  he  is  acquitted  of  the 
offence  for  which  he  was  given  up,  but  this  interposition 
is  a  political,  not  a  judicial  act,  and  cannot  be  compelled 
by  any  process  known  to  the  French  law. 

*  In  arguing  the  Lamirande  case,  Dontre,  Q.O.,  said : — '*  In  1855 
Oarpentier,  Grelet,  and  Forot  were  obtained  from  the  United 
States  for  a  particular  crime;  none  of  them  was  ever  tried  in 
France  for  that  crime ;  two  were  found  guilty  of  another  crime ; 
one  died  in  gaol,  the  other  is  still  there  undergoing  his  sentence." 
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CHAPTEE   VIL 

RULES  OF   PRACTICE  IN   THE   DIFFERENT   COUNTRIES. 

It  may  be  useful  to  gather  up  in  one  chapter  the  various 
rules  with  regard  to  the  practical  proceedings  on  demands 
made  upon  each  of  the  countries  whose  law  upon  this 
subject  has  been  considered.  Demands  by  Great  Britain 
upon  France  are  always  made  by  the  ambassador  in  Paris 
in  the  name  of  the  English  Government  directly  upon 
the  French  Government,  and  are  supported  by  a  warrant 
of  arrest  issued  by  a  magistrate  in  England,  and  copies  of 
the  depositions  upon  which  it  was  founded.  These  last, 
however,  are  not  necessary,  the  French  authorities  being 
contented  to  deliver  up  the  fugitive  upon  the  production 
of  the  warrant  of  the  arrest  only.  The  papers  are  always 
taken  to  France  by  a  police-officer  able  to  speak  to  the 
identity  of  the  accused. 

A  circular*  issued  by  the  Minister  of  Justice 
(Dufaure)  under  date  12th  Oct.  1875,  recites  that 
there  were  considerable  inconveniences  in  the  practice 
pursued  by  the  French   authorities    up   to    that   date, 

*  L'Extraditioxi,  par  F.  J.  Kirchner,  1883,  pp.  635  et  seq. 
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namely,  that  if  the  demand  when  transmitted  by  Uie 
Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  to  the  Minister  of  Justice 
appeared  to  conform  to  the  stipulations  of  the  treaty,  a 
decree  was  immediately  prepared,  submitted  to  the  Presi- 
dent for  signature,  and  notified  to  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  who  then  ordered  the  necessary  measures  for 
carrying  it  into  execution.  This  practice  was  defective 
in  that  it  did  not  afford  the  Government  the  opportunity 
of  hearing  what  the  fugitive  might  have  to  say,  nor  even 
of  verifying  his  identity  before  definitely  deciding  on  the 
demand  for  his  extradition.  A  new  procedure*  was 
created,  therefore,  to  remedy  these  defects,  under  which 
no  decree  of  extradition  is  to  be  submitted  to  the  Presi- 
dent for  signature  before  the  person  claimed  has  been 
arrested.  After  his  arrest,  he  is  to  be  taken  immediately 
before  the  procureur  of  the  Eepublic  of  the  arrondissement 
in  which  the  arrest  took  place.  The  procureur  is  to 
examine  the  prisoner,  and  inquire  into  his  identity  and 
criminality ;  if  the  prisoner  alleges  that  he  is  a  French 
subject,  or  that  the  crime  charged  is  not  within  the 
treaty,  the  procureur  is  to  inquire  into  these  matters. 
The  procureur  is  to  provide  the  prisoner  with  an  inter- 
preter or  counsel  if  he  desires  them.  After  the  examina- 
tion, the  procureur  is  to  transmit  to  the  Minister  of 
Justice  (1)  the  mandat  d*arrit  or  the  jugemerU  de  con* 

*  See  also  note  of  6ih  Dec.  1876  on  the  application  of  the  circal&r; 
letter  of  26tli  March  1877  from  the  Minister  of  Justice  to  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior;  official  bulletins  of  1877  and  1878  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice ;  and  circular  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  of  30th 
Dec.  1878,  all  of  which  are  printed  in  Kirchner's  L'Extradition. 
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damndtion  and  the  accompanying  documents ;  (2)  the 
examination;  (3)  the  information  collected  hj  him; 
(4)  his  opinion,  with  the  grounds  of  it.  On  considera- 
tion of  these,  the  Minister  of  Justice  will,  if  he  sees  fit, 
recommend  the  President  to  authorise  the  surrender.  If 
the  prisoner  consents  to  be  surrendered  without  formalities 
to  the  Government  claiming  him,  his  statement  to  that 
effect  must  be  taken  down  in  duplicate,  and  one  copy 
sent  to  the  administrative  authority,  which  will  hand 
him  over  to  the  authorities  of  the  foreign  country,  and 
the  other  to  the  Minister  of  Justice. 

In  the  case  of  criminals  surrendered  to  France,  an 
arrU  de  renvoi  is  issued  by  the  charribre  des  mises  en  dccU' 
sation,  directing  the  court  within  whose  jurisdiction  the 
offence  was  committed  to  bring  the  prisoner  to  trial.  If 
this  arrSt  directs  a  trial  upon  a  charge  other  than  that 
for  which  he  was  surrendered,  it  is  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Government  to  interfere  and  prevent  the  trial  Or 
the  prisoner  himself  may  appeal  to  the  Cour  de  Cassation 
against  the  arrSL  The  cases  show,  however,  that  the 
court  will  not  upon  this  ground  annul  it.*  If  this  appeal 
be  not  made,  the  trial  takes  place  upon  the  charge  named 
in  the  arrSt  de  renvoi,  and  no  objection  raised  by  the 
prisoner  during  its  continuance,  as  to  the  legality  of  the 
surrender,  is  a  reason  for  the  postponement  of  judgment 
upon  the  facts  which  have  been  submitted  to  the  jury. 
This  judgment  can  only  be  suspended  by  the  appeal  just 
mentioned  against  the  arrit  de  renvoi.     After  trial  and 

*  See  ante,  pp.  193-195. 
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sentence,  an  appeal  lies  to  the  Cour  de  Cassation.  Upon 
the  acquittal  of  the  prisoner,  or,  if  he  be  convicted,  upon 
the  expiration  of  his  sentence,  he  is  conducted  to  the 
frontier  and  there  set  at  liberty. 

The  practice  with  respect  to  demands  in  extradition 
made  upon  Great  Britain  for  the  surrender  of  a  person 
suspected  of  being  in  the  United  Kingdom  is  now  regu- 
lated by  the  Extradition  Act,  1870  (33  &  34  Vict.,  c.  52).* 
The  requisition  must  be  made  upon  one  of  the  principal 
Secretaries  of  State  by  some  person  recognised  by  him  as 
a  diplomatic  representative  of  the  foreign  State  (§  7). 
This  includes  any  person  recognised  as  a  Consul-General 
of  the  foreign  State  (Extradition  Act,  1873 — 36  &  37 
Vict.,  c.  60,  §  7).t  The  demand  need  not  be  accompanied 
by  any  copies  of  depositions,  or  even  of  a  warrant  of  arrest 
issued  in  the  foreign  State,  but  it  is  usual  for  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  require  some  priind  fade  evidence  of  guilt,  or 
some  proof  of  the  conviction  in  the  foreign  State,  to  be 
laid  before  him.  If  he  thinks  the  offence  is  not  one  of 
a  political  character,  and  that  the  surrender  should  be 
granted,  he  by  order  under  his  hand  and  seal  signifies  to 
the  chief  magistrate  of  the  metropolitan  police  courts,  or 
one  of  the  other  magistrates  of  the  metropolitan  police 
court  in  Bow  Street  (§  26),  that  such  requisition  has  been 
made,  and  requires  him  to  issue  his  warrant  for  the  appre- 
hension of  the  fugitive  criminal  (§  7). 

Upon  receiving  such  an  order,  and  being  furnished 
with  such  evidence  as  would  in  his  opinion  justify  the 
*  Appendix,  p.  iii.  f  Ihidm,  p.  zzix. 
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issne  of  the  warrant  if  the  crime  had  been  committed  or 
the  criminal  convicted  in  England,  the  police  magistrate 
issues  a  warrant  for  the  apprehension  of  the  fugitive 
(§  8)  :  also  a  police  magistrate  or  any  justice  may  issue 
a  warrant  without  an  order  from  a  Secretary  of  State 
upon  information  or  complaint  and  on  such  evidence  as 
is  above  stated.  The  warrant  of  a  police  magistrate 
issued  in  pursuance  of  the  Extradition  Act  may  be 
executed  in  any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  (§  13). 
"Apprehension,"  in  §  8,  includes  "detention,"  and  a 
fugitive  criminal  who  is  already  in  custody  may  be 
detained  for  an  offence  within  the  Act,  even  though  he 
was  originally  arrested  without  any  warrant.*  It  has 
been  intimated  by  Brett,  J.,  that  a  policeman  would  be 
justified  in  arresting  a  man  without  a  warrant  on  reason- 
able grounds  of  suspicion  of  his  having  done  that  which 
would  be  a  felony  if  committed  in  this  country.f  The 
English  warrant  need  not  describe  the  offence  with  strict 
particularity.  In  one  case,  "  the  commission  of  crimes 
against  bankruptcy  law,"  J  and  in  another,  "  fraud  by  an 
agent,"  §  was  held  a  sufficient  description. 

When  the  fugitive  is  apprehended  he  is  brought  before 
the  police  magistrate,  who  hears  the  case  in  the  same 
manner,  and  has  the  same  jurisdiction  and  powers,  as  near 

•  E.  V.  WeO,  9  Q.  B.  D.,  93 ;  51  L.  J.  Q.  B.,  419 ;  46  L.  T.  (N.S.) 
592. 

\Ibid. 

X  Ex  paHe  Terraz,  4  Ex.  D.,  63 ;  42  L.  J.  Ex.,  214;  39  L.  T. 
(N.S.),502;  27W.  B.,170. 

§  Ex  parte  Plot,  48  L.  T.  (N.S.),  120 ;  15  Cox,  0.  C,  208 ;  47  J.  P., 
247. 


THE   LAW   OF   EXTRADITION.  203 

as  may  be,  as  if  the  prisoner  were  charged  with  an  indict- 
able oifence  committed  in  England;  but  by  a  special  clause 
in  the  Act  it  is  provided  that  he  shall  receive  any  evidence 
which  may  be  tendered  to  show  that  the  crime  of  which 
the  prisoner  is  accused,  or  of  which  he  is  alleged  to  have 
been  convicted,  is  an  offence  of  a  political  character  or  is 
not  an  extradition  crime  (§  9).  The  term  ''  extradition 
crime  "  is  defined  (§  26)  to  mean  a  crime  which,  if  com- 
mitted in  England,  or  within  English  jurisdiction,  would 
be  one  of  the  crimes  described  in  the  first  schedule  to  the 
Extradition  Act,  1870,  now  enlarged  by  the  schedule  to 
the  Extradition  Act,  1873.  But  the  police  magistrate 
must  have  before  him  the  Order  in  Council  by  which  the 
Act  has  been  applied  in  the  case  of  the  foreign  State  by 
which  the  requisition  has  been  made,  as  the  Act  itself  is 
only  operative  so  long  as  such  Order  remains  in  force,  and 
subject  to  the  limitations,  restrictions,  conditions,  excep- 
tions, and  qualifications,  if  any,  contained  in  the  Order 
(§  5).  In  the  case  of  a  fugitive  alleged  to  have  been 
convicted  of  an  extradition  crime,  the  police  magistrate 
only  requires  proof  of  the  conviction  and  of  the  identity 
of  the  person  brought  before  him.  This,  however^ 
only  applies  to  persons  who  have  been  convicted  after 
a  trial  of  the  ordinary  kind,  and  have  then  made 
their  escape ;  not  to  those  condemned  par  corUumarc, 
erroneously  rendered  in  the  Act  "convicted  for  con- 
tumacy;" these  latter  are  included  in  the  category  of 
"  accused  persons  "  (§  26).*  In  the  case  of  an  accused 
*  See  the  case  of  Dubois  {alias  Goppin),  ante,  p.  154. 
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person,  a  duly  authenticated  foreign  warrant  authorising 
the  arrest  of  the  criminal  must  be  produced  (§  10).  It 
must  purport  to  be  signed  by  a  judge,  magistrate,  or 
officer  of  the  foreign  State  where  the  same  was  issued, 
and  it  must  be  authenticated  by  the  oath  of  some 
witness,  or  by  being  sealed  with  the  official  seal  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice  or  some  other  Minister  of  State 
(§  15).  The  foreign  warrant  need  not  set  out  the  offence 
so  as  to  strictly  satisfy  the  EngUsh  definition  of  some 
extradition  crime,  but  it  must  appear  that  it  has  been 
issued  by  some  competent  authority,  and  that  it  is,  in 
fact,  an  official  document  for  the  arrest  of  the  prisoner.* 
In  R  V.  Ganzt  the  document  produced  before  the 
magistrate  a^  the  foreign  warrant  was  sealed  with  the 
seal  of  the  Department  of  Justice  at  The  Hague,  but  was 
headed  "  Copy."  It  was  contended  that  §  10  of  the  Act 
of  1870  required  the  production  of  an  original  warrant, 
and  that  this  document  was  insufficient  as  being  a  copy. 
It  was  also  objected  that  it  was  not  in  form  a  warrant  of 
arrest.  The  Court,  however,  held  that  wliat  is  required 
is  the  production,  not  of  a  warrant  of  a  foreign  State 
according  to  the  technical  meaning  of  the  term  "  war- 
rant" in  English  law,  but  of  a  document  within  the 
interpretation  clause  (§  26),  which  provides  that  *'the 
term  '  warrant '  in  the  case  of  any  foreign  State  includes 
any  judicial  document  authorising  the  arrest  of  a  person 
accused  or  convicted  of  crime,"  and  that  the  document 

*  R  v.  Jacobi  and  Hiller,  46  L.  T.  (N.S.),  595  n. 

t  9  Q.  B.  D.,  93;  51  L.  J.  Q.  B.,  419;  46  L.  T.  (N.S.),  692. 
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in  question  was  a  judicial  document  authorising  the 
arrest  of  the  prisoner  and  was  "  duly  authenticated  *' 
within  §  5.  In  other  cases,  "  fraud,"  *  and  "  suspected 
of  fraud,"  t  have  respectively  been  held  to  be  sufficient 
descriptions  of  the  offence  in  a  foreign  warrant.  Evidence 
must  of  course  be  given  of  the  identity  of  the  prisoner 
with  the  person  named  in  such  warrant. 

If,  in  addition  to  this,  such  evidence  is  produced  as 
(subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act)  would,  according 
to  the  law  of  England,  justify  the  committal  for  trial  of 
the  prisoner  if  the  crime  of  which  he  is  accused  had  been 
committed  in  England,  the  police  magistrate  is  required 
to  commit  him  to  the  Middlesex  House  of  Detention,  or 
to  some  other  prison  in  Middlesex,  there  to  await  the 
warrant  of  a  Secretary  of  State  for  his  surrender,  and 
must  forthwith  send  to  a  Secretary  of  State  a  certificate 
of  the  committal,  and  such  report  upon  the  case  as  he 
may  think  fit  (§  10).  To  justify  a  magistrate  in  com- 
mitting there  must  be  some  evidence  that  the  accused 
committed  the  crime  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
country  seeking  his  extradition  ;t  but  if  there  is  any 
evidence  before  the  magistrate  the  Queen's  Bench  Divi- 
sion will  not  review  his  decision  on  the  ground  that  it  is 
against  the  weight  of  evidence.  §  At  the  time  of  the 
committal  the  police  magistrate  must  inform  the  criminal 
that  he  will  not  be  surrendered  until  after  the  expiration 

•  Ex  'parte  Piot,  48  L.  T.  (N.S.),  120 ;  15  Oox,  C.  C,  208 ;  47  J.  P., 
247.  t  B.  V.  Jacobi  and  Hiller,  46  L.  T.  (N.S.),  595  n. 

X  R.  t7.  Lavaudier,  15  Cox,  0.  C,  329. 
§  B.  17.  Maorer,  anie,  p.  170. 
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of  fifteen  days,  and  that  be  has  a  right  to  apply  for  a 
writ  of  habeas  corpus  (§  11). 

Application  for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  on  a  warrant 
of  extradition  may  be  made  to  the  court,  or  a  judge,  but 
may  not  during  the  sittings  be  made  to  a  judge  at 
chambers.*  The  present  practice  is  for  the  argument  to 
take  place  on  the  rule  nisi  for  a  habeas,  and  it  seems 
that  a  further  argument  on  the  return  to  the  writ  will 
not  be  allowed  in  future.  The  following  note  is  appended 
to  R  V.  Granz  (1882)  in  the  Law  Reports f: — "In  point 
of  fact,  a  rule  absolute  in  the  first  instance  for  a  writ  of 
habeas  corpus  had  been  granted,  and  the  writ  issued. 
The  prisoner  was  brought  up  in  custody  on  the  return, 
but  the  Attorney-General  (Sir  H.  James),  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  argument,  pointed  out  that  the  practice 
in  matters  of  this  sort  had  since  1873  been  to  obtain  a  rule 
nisi  for  a  habeas  corpus,  and  argue  the  case  on  the  rule, 
and  that  such  practice  was  far  more  convenient.  He  also 
stated  that  the  points  on  which  the  prisoner's  coimsel 
wished  to  rely  would  not  be  available  to  him  on  the 
return  to  the  writ,  which  was  on  the  face  of  it  perfectly 
good.  It  was  therefore  agreed  that  the  matter  should  be 
firgued  as  if  the  prisoner's  counsel  were  now  moving  for  a 
rule  nisi  on  affidavits,  and  the  Crown  showing  cause 
i)gainst  such  rule.  It  is  reported  acconlingly."  In  1885 
in  11.  V,  De  Portugal,}  after  an  argument  on  the  rule 
nisi  by  Sir  J.  Gorst,  S.G.  (with  him  Sir  11.  E.  Webster, 

♦  Crown  Office  Rules,  1886 :  235-238.         t  9  Q.  B.  D.,  93. 

X  34  W.  K,  42. 
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A.G.,  and  Messrs.  K.  S.  Wright  and  Danckwerts)  for  the 
Crown,  and    Mr.    Tickell   for  the  prisoner,  the    Court 
(Mathew  and  A.  L.  Smith,  JJ.)  gave  judgment  in  favour 
of  the  prisoner,  and  made  the  rule  absolute  for  a  writ  of 
habeas  corpus.    On  the  return  to  the  writ  on  the  follow- 
ing day,  Sir  J.  Gorst,  S.G.,  opposed  the  discharge.     Mr. 
Tickell,  for  the  prisoner,  objected  that    the   case  had 
already  been  argued,  and  referred  to  the  above-quoted 
note  to  K.  v.  Ganz.     Day,  J.  (the  Court  on  this  occasion 
consisted  of  Day  and  A.  L.   Smith,  JJ.),  said :    "  No 
doubt  this  is  a  departure  from  the  ordinary  practice,  and 
it  is,  I  think,  most  inconvenient,  but  there  is   nothing 
that  I  know  of  to  prevent  the  Crown  from  showing  cause 
against  the   discharge  of  the  prisoner."     The  question 
whether  the  prisoner  was  entitled  to  be  discharged  was  then 
re-argued  by  Sir  J.  CJorst,  S.G.,  and  Mr.  R  S.  Wright,  for 
the  Crown,  and  Mr.  Tickell  for  the  prisoner.     In  giving 
judgment.  Day,  J.,  made  the  following  reference  to  the 
question   of   practice : — "  I   regret    that   I   was   not   a 
member  of  the  Court  which  gave  judgment  in  this  case 
yesterday,  but  I  am  now  in  entire  possession  of  the 
grounds  on  which  it  was  delivered.     That  Court  heard  a 
full  argument  from  both  sides.     Now,  on  the  application 
that  the  prisoner  be  discharged,  further  arguments  have 
been  addressed  to  us.     I  cannot  help  thinking  that  such 
a  course  is  a  matter  of  great  public  inconvenience.     It 
would  be  very  inconvenient  if  double  arguments  on  the 
same  question  came  to  be  allowed.     The  question  raised 
here,  if  it  was  not  raised  in  the  former  discussion,  ought 
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most  certainly  to  have  been  raised  then.  For  myself,  I 
shall  in  future  never  allow  an  argument  on  the  issuing 
of  a  habeas  corpus  unless  there  be  an  imdertaking  that 
there  is  to  be  no  further  argument.  The  former  prac- 
tice was  for  the  argument  to  take  place  on  bringing 
the  prisoner  up  for  discharge,  but  at  the  instance  of  a 
former  Attorney-General  that  course  was  changed,  and 
the  argument  now  takes  place  on  the  application  for  the 
writ  of  habeas  corpus.  I  shall,  however,  take  care  that 
this  inconvenience  does  not  occur  again."  The  Crown 
Office  Rules  of  1886  provide*  that  upon  the  argument  of 
a  rule  nisi  for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  the  Court  may  in 
its  discretion  direct  an  order  to  be  drawn  up  for  the 
prisoner's  discharge,  instead  of  waiting  for  the  return  of 
the  writ,  which  order  shall  be  a  sufficient  warrant  to  any 
gaoler  or  constable  or  other  person  for  his  discharge. 

An  appeal  from  the  refusal  of  a  Divisional  Court  to 
grant  a  habeas  was  made  to  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  B.  v. 
Weilt  in  1882,  but  it  did  not  become  necessary  for  that 
Court  to  decide  whether  or  not  they  had  jurisdiction  to 
entertain  such  an  appeal,  as  in  the  case  in  question  they 
thought  that  there  was  no  ground  for  the  exercise  of  their 
jurisdiction  if  they  possessed  any,  and  therefore  they 
expressly  refrained  from  expressing  any  opinion  as  to  its 
existence.  In  the  previous  case  of  Wideman  {  after  the 
decision  of  the  Queen's  Bench  against  the  prisoner,  appli- 

•  Bide  244. 

t  9  Q.  B.  D.,  701 ;  53  L.  J.  M.  C,  74;  47  L.  T.  (N.S.).  630;  31 
W.  B.,  60 ;  15  Cox,  0.  C,  189.  J  Ante,  p.  152. 
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cation  for  a  writ,  which  was  virtually  an  appeal,  was 
made  to  the  Lord  Chancellor.    Upon  the  expiration  of  the 
fifteen  days,  or,  if  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  is  obtained,  upon 
the  decision  of  the  court  remanding  the  prisoner,  a  Secre- 
tary of  State  may  by  warrant  order  the  surrender  to  any 
person  in  his  opinion  duly  authorised  by  the  foreign  State 
to  receive  the  criminal ;  but  if  he  be  not  conveyed  out  of 
the  United  Kingdom  within  two  months  after  the  expira- 
tion of  the  fifteen  days,  or  the  decision  of  the  court,  any 
judge  of  one  of  the  Superior  Courts  at  Westminster  may 
order  his  discharge,  unless  a  Secretary  of  State,  on  having 
reasonable  notice  of  the  application,  shall  show  sufficient 
cause  to  the  contrary  (§  12).     One  of  the  chief  defects 
in  the  law  as  it  existed  prior  to  1870  was  then  remedied 
by  Section  8  of  the  Act,  which  provides  that  a  police 
magistrate,*  or  any  justice  of  the  peace,  in  any  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  may  issue  a  warrant  of  arrest  with- 
out any  previous  order  from  a  Secretary  of  State,  on  such 
information  or  complaint,  and  such   evidence,  or   after 
such  proceedings  as  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  person 
issuing  the  warrant,  justify  the  issue  of  a  warrant  if  the 
crime  had  been  committed  or  the  criminal  convicted  in 

*  This  term  is  by  the  interpretation  clause  of  the  Act  (§  26) 
limited  to  "  a  chief  magistrate  of  the  metropolitan  police  courts 
or  one  of  the  other  magistrates  of  the  metropolitan  police 
court  in  Bow  Street,"  so  that  the  other  police  magistrates  of 
the  metropolis  and  the  stipendiary  magiHtrates  in  different  parts 
of  the  conntry  have  no  jurisdiction  of  any  kind  in  matters  of 
extradition,  except  when  the  crime  is  alleged  to  have  been  com- 
mitted on  the  high  seas.     (§  16.) 

r 
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that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  which  he  exercises 
jurisdiction.  The  person  issuing  such  warrant  must  forth- 
with send  a  report  of  the  fact,  together  with  the  evidence 
and  information  or  complaint,  or  certified  copies  thereof, 
to  a  Secretary  of  State,  who  may,  if  he  think  fit,  order  the 
warrant  to  be  cancelled  and  the  person  apprehended  to  be 
discharged.  Any  person  arrested  on  such  a  warrant  must 
be  sent  to  London  and  brought  before  a  police  magistrate. 
If  the  magistrate  shall  not,  within  such  reasonable  time 
as,  having  reference  to  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  he 
shall  fix,  receive  an  order  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
signifying  that  a  requisition  has  been  made  for  the 
surrender  of  the  person  so  arrested,  he  must  discharge 
him ;  otherwise  the  case  proceeds  in  the  way  just  described. 
The  evidence  of  criminality  may  consist  wholly  or  in  part 
of  depositions,  or  copies  of  depositions,  or  certificates, 
which  must  be  authenticated  in  the  manner  provided  by 
the  Act  (§  14).  The  depositions  are  admissible  whether 
taken  in  the  presence  or  absence  of  the  accused,  or  whether 
taken  in  the  particular  charge  or  not.  It  is  for  the 
magistrate  to  give  to  them  what  weight  he  thinks 
proper.* 

In  Canada  the  practice  is  regulated  by  the  Act  of  1877 
(40  Vict.,  c.  25),  as  amended  in  one  respect  by  the  Act  of 
1882  (45  Vict.,  c.  20).  A  judge  of  the  Superior  Courts 
or  of  the  County  Courts  of  any  Province  or  Territory,  or 
a  commissioner  in  any  Province  or  Territory  authorised 
under  the  Great  Seal  to  act  judicially  in  extradition 

*  Vet  Blackburn^  J. :  In  re  Counhaye,  L.  E.  8  Q.  B.,  416. 
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matters  (§  8),  may  issue  a  warrant  of  apprehension  on 
a  foreign  warrant  of  arrest,  or  on  information  or  com- 
plaint,  and  on  such  evidence  as  would,  in  his  opinion, 
justify  the  issue  of  the  warrant  if  the  crime  had  been 
committed  in  Canada,  and  he  must  forthwith  report  the 
issue  of  the  warrant,  together  with  the  evidence,  &c.,  to 
the  Minister  of  Justice  (§  11).  At  the  hearing,  evidence 
of  the  charge  may  be  given  either  orally  or  by  original 
depositions  or  duly  certified  copies  (§§9  and  12).  On 
behalf  of  the  prisoner,  the  judge  must  receive  any 
evidence  tendered  to  show  that  the  alleged  crime  is  an 
offence  of  a  political  character,  or  is  for  any  other  reason 
not  an  extradition  crime,  or  that  the  proceedings  are,  in 
fact,  being  taken  with  a  view  to  prosecute  or  punish  him 
for  an  offence  of  a  political  character  (§  12).  If  the 
evidence  would,  according  to  the  law  of  Canada,  (1)  in 
the  case  of  a  fugitive  alleged  to  have  been  convicted 
of  an  extradition  crime,  prove  that  he  was  so  convicted, 
or  (2),  in  the  case  of  a  fugitive  accused  of  an  extradition 
crime,  justify  his  committal  for  trial,  the  judge  issues 
a  warrant  of  committal  (§  13),  and  transmits  to  the 
Minister  of  Justice  a  certificate  of  the  committal,  with  a 
copy  of  the  evidence  and  such  report  on  the  case  as  he 
may  think  fit  (§  14).  The  Minister  of  Justice  may  then, 
upon  the  requisition  of  a  foreign  State,  make  the  surrender 
(§  18),  or  he  may  on  certain  grounds  refuse  it  (§  16,  as 
amended  by  40  Vict.,  c.  20).  A  fugitive  surrendered  to 
Canada  in  pursuance  of  any  arrangement  with  a  foreign 
State  may  not,  in  contravention  of   any  term  of   the 

p  2 
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arrangement,  be  tried  in  Canada  for  an  offence  Other  than 
that  for  which  he  is  surrendered  (§  23). 

In  the  United  States  a  requisition  for  the  surrender  of 
a  fugitive  criminal,  accompanied  by  primd  facie  evidence 
of  guilt,  may  be  made  to  the  President  by  a  foreign 
Grovemment,  and  the  President,  acting  through  the 
Secretary  of  State,  may  thereupon  issue  a  mandate  ta 
any  justice  of  the  Supreme  Court,  Circuit  judge,  District 
judge,  any  judge  of  a  Court  of  Eecord  of  general  juris- 
diction of  any  State,  or  any  commissioner  authorised  by 
a  Court  of  the  United  States  to  act  in  extradition 
matters.  The  mandate  states  that  tlie  requisition  has 
been  made,  and  that  it  is  desirable  that  the  person 
claimed  should  be  apprehended  and  the  case  inquired 
into.  There  have  been  conflicting  decisions*  as  to  the 
necessity  of  the  Executive  mandate,  but  on  the  whole  it 
appears  to  be  the  better  opinion  that  application  for  the 
arrest  of  an  alleged  fugitive  may  be  made  by  a  foreign 
Government  to  the  Courts  in  the  first  instance  and  with- 
out any  authority  from  the  Executive  departmentf  The 
Executive  mandate  is  not  mentioned  either  in  the 
Ashburton  Treaty  or  in  the  U.  S.  Revised  Statutes. 

To  enable  one  of  the  judicial  officers  above  mentioned 
to  issue  a  warrant,  he  must  have  before  him  a  complaint 

*  See  the  fall  account  of  the  American  practice  given  in  ch.  xviii. 
of  "  The  Law  of  Extradition,"  by  Samuel  T.  Spear.  Albany,  1884. 
2nd  edition. 

t  See  Calder's  case,  6  Op.  Atty.-Gen.,  91 ;  also  Ex  parfe  Boss,  2 
Bond,  252,  and  In  re  Peter  Kelley,  2  Lowell,  339.  The  two  latter 
eases  were  decided  on  the  British  Treaty. 
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made  under  oath,  but  the  Statutes*  do  not  require  tliat  it 
should  be  made  by  a  person  holding  any  particular  posi- 
tion, diplomatic  or  otherwise,  nor  that  a  requisition  should 
have  been  made  by  a  foreign  Government  nor  a  foreign 
warrant  of  arrest  issued. 

On  the  hearing,  evidence  of  identity  and  of  criminality 
must  be  produced.  The  latter  may  consist  of  depositions, 
warrants,  or  other  papers,  or  copies  thereof  if  authenticated 
as  required  by  the  American  Statutes.!  If  the  deposi- 
tions show  that  documents  alleged  to  have  been  forged 
have  been  produced  to  the  deponent,  such  documents 
need  not  be  produced  before  the  magistrate.  Witnesses 
are  to  be  examined  on  both  sides,  and  in  the  State  of 
New  York  the  prisoner  is  entitled  to  give  evidence  on 
oath  in  his  own  defence.}  If  the  magistrate  deems  the 
evidence  sufficient  to  sustain  the  charge,  he  commits  the 
prisoner  to  gaol,  and  certifies  that  fact,  together  with  a 
copy  of  the  proceedings  before  him,  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  that  a  warrant  may  issue  upon  the  requisition  of 
the  proper  authorities  of  the  foreign  Government  for  his 
surrender.  Should  the  evidence  at  first  produced  before 
the  magistrate  be  informal  or  insufficient,  the  applying 
Government  is  entitled  to  have  an  adjournment  for  a 
time  reasonably  sufficient  to  enable  it  to  remedy  the 
defect.     After  an  adjudication  by  the  magistrate,  a  writ 

•  See  n.  S.  Revised  Statutes,  §  5270. 

t  See  U.  S.  Bevised  Statutes,  1874,  §  5271,  as  amended  by  the 
Act  of  Jane  19, 1876  (19  TJ.  S.  Stat  at  Large,  59),  and  the  Act  of 
Ang.  3, 1882  (22  U.  S.  Stat,  at  Large,  215),  §  5. 

X  Seas.  Laws  of  N.  Y.,  1869,  c.  678. 
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of  habeas  corpus  can  only  be  obtained  from  the  United 
States  Court,  the  courts  of  the  different  States  having  no 
power  to  interfere  in  matters  of  extradition.  Upon  the 
return  to  the  writ,  the  court  will  inquire  into  the  compe- 
tence  and  suiBQciencj  of  the  evidence  before  the  magistrate. 
If,  however,  it  appears  that  he  was  duly  authorised  to 
hear  the  case,  and  that  competent  evidence  was  before 
him,  the  court  will  only  set  aside  the  commitment  if 
there  has  been  manifest  error  in  the  adjudication  as  to 
its  sufficiency.  And  if  the  commitment  be  set  aside,  the 
prisoner  may  be  remanded  back  to  custody  that  a  further 
examination  may  be  held  upon  the  original  warrant  of 
arrest.  But,  pending  proceedings  upon  habeas  corpus, 
the  prisoner  cannot  be  the  subject  of  a  second  arrest  upon 
an  extradition  warrant.  All  the  proceedings  are  at  the 
expense  of  the  Government  applying  for  the  surrender,* 
and  it  is  not  necessary  that  they  should  be  carried  on  or 
approved  by  the  United  States  district  attorney.!  The 
rule  requiring  the  surrender  to  be  made  within  two 
months  after  final  commitment  is  the  same  as  in  Great 
Britain.} 

The  only  important  question  which  has  arisen  upon 
the  rules  of  practice  in  Englsmd,  the  United  States,  and 
Canada  relates  to  the  evidence  upon  which  the  magistrate 
is  to  commit.     It  is  necessary  that  the  evidence  shall  be 

« 

such  as  would  justify  a  commitment  for  trial  if  the  crime 

•  7  Opinions  of  Atty.-Gen ,  396,  612;  9, 497. 
t  Jbt<i.,  9,246(Black). 

X  A  full  statement  of  the  mles  of  practice  in  the  United  States 
trill  be  found  in  Spear  on  Extradition.    Albany,  1884. 
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had  been  committed  in  the  country  upon  which  the 
demand  is  made.  Upon  this  a  question  has  been  much 
discussed  as  to  the  duty  of  the  magistrate  to  receive 
evidence  for  the  prisoner. 

In  the  minutes  of  a  conference  upon  the  subject  of 
an  amendment  of  the  then  existing  treaty,  held  at 
Paris  on  February  8,  1866,  the  following  paragraph 
occurs: — 

"  The  question  was  then  considered,  how  far  the  im- 
pression apparently  entertained  in  France,  that  in  a  case 
of  extradition  the  English  magistrate  actually  tried  the 
prisoner,  was  well  founded ;  and  it  appeared  that  the  im- 
pression was  unfounded.  The  prisoner  brought  before  a 
magistrate  on  an  extradition  warrant  would  be  entitled, 
indeed,  to  deny  his  identity  with  the  person  named  in  the 
warrant,  and  would  further  be  entitled  to  have  read  in  his 
presence  the  depositions  on  which  he  was  charged ;  but 
he  would  not  be  permitted  to  controvert  the  truth  of  the 
depositions,  or  to  produce  before  the  magistrate  excul- 
patory evidence."  * 

On  the  other  hand,  it  was  said  in  debate  in  the  House 
of  Commons  by  the  Attorney-General  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns), 
that  as  to  an  accused  person  being  precluded  from  entering 
into  any  other  defence  than  a  denial  of  his  identity,  he 
differed  entirely  from  that  view,  for  he  apprehended  that 
it  would  be  quite  open  to  him  to  produce  any  evidence 
in  his  power  to  controvert  the  allegations  made  in  the 

*  Correspondence    respecting    the    Extradition   Treaty   with 
France,  July  1866,  p.  18. 
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depositions  *  Neither  of  these  conflicting  propositions  is 
exactly  correct.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the  magis* 
trate,  investigating  a  case  of  demanded  extradition,  is  not 
quite  in  the  same  position  as  if  he  were  deciding  on  a 
charge  of  crime  committed  within  his  own  jurisdiction. 
In  the  latter  case  he  has  full  discretion.  He  may,  and 
often  does,  discharge  a  prisoner  because,  although  there 
is  primd  facie  evidence  of  guilt,  the  circumstances  are  so 
obscure^  the  intent  so  doubtful,  the  testimony  so  con- 
flicting, that  he  thinks  a  jury  would  not  be  likely  to 
convict.  But  in  a  case  of  extradition  he  cannot  consider 
these  matters.  If  he  find  sufficient  evidence  of  guilt  to 
justify  a  commitment,  the  question  of  a  probability  of  a 
conviction  is  not  one  for  his  consideration.  But  it  natu- 
rally follows  from  this  that  he  shoidd  be  strict  in  requiring 
proof  of  the  criminality  of  the  acts  which  are  charged.  In 
an  ordinary  case  he  can  commit  the  prisoner  upon  bail, 
and  leave  difficult  questions  of  law  to  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Court  above.  But  in  an  extradition  case  he  is  to 
ascertain,  not  the  commission  of  certain  acts  upon  whose 
character  another  and  higher  tribunal  may  decide,  but 
that  there  is  sufficient  evidence  that  the  crime  specified 
in  a  foreign  warrant  has  by  the  prisoner  been  committed. 
The  words  of  the  statutes  are  peculiar.  "  Such  evidence 
as  would,  according  to  the  law  of  England,  justify  the 
committal  for  trial  of  the  prisoner  if  the  crime  of  which 
he  is  accused  had  been  committed  in  England."  The 
language  of  the  former  statute  was  only  slightly  dififerent. 
*  Speech  in  the  House  of  CommonB,  3rd  August  1866. 
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"  Such  evidence  as,  according  to  the  laws  of  that  part  of 
her  Majesty's  dominions,  would  justify  the  apprehension 
and  committal  for  trial  of  the  person  so  accused  if  the 
crime  of  which  he  or  she  shall  be  so  accused  had  been 
there  committed." 

The  question  was  raised  in  Anderson's  case  whether 
the  proviso,  "  according  to  the  laws  of  that  part  of  her 
Majesty's  dominions,"  applied  only  to  the  nature  and 
amount  of  evidence  required,  or  extended  to  the  nature 
of  the  crime  *  and  this  has  been  much  discussed  in  other 
cases  noticed  in  the  foregoing  pages.     To  those  cases  the 

*  In  Anderson's  case  this  question  did  not  necessarily  arise. 
The  crime  charged  against  him  npon  the  facts  stated  was  murder 
by  the  law  of  England  as  well  as  by  that  of  the  United  States. 
The  question  whether  the  circa  m stances  showed  sufficient  pro- 
vocation to  reduce  it  to  manslaughter,  was  one  for  the  jury,  and 
one  with  which  the  Canadian  courts  had  nothing  to  do.  Nor  had 
these  courts  any  right  to  inquire  into  the  justice  or  policy  of  the 
legislative  enactment  under  which  the  arrest  was  attempted  to  be 
made.  That  was  a  matter  for  the  consideration  of  the  foreign 
country,  and  conld  not,  however  it  was  resolved,  affect  the  nature 
of  the  crime.  An  illustration  may  be  given  in  the  English  Act, 
14  &  15  Yict.,  cap.  19,  by  which  if  three  poachers  are  out  together 
at  night  armed,  any  person  is  authorised  to  apprehend  them.  It 
is  very  probable  that  American  judges  would  disapprove  of  that 
Act,  as  part  of  what  they  might  consider  an  iniquitous  system  of 
game  laws ;  but,  so  long  as  it  remains  upon  the  English  Statute- 
book,  a  poacher  killing  a  person  so  attempting  to  apprehend  him 
would  unquestionably  be  guilty  of  murder,  and  England  would 
have  an  indisputable  right  to  claim  him  under  the  treaty.  So  far 
as  this  question  was  decided  in  the  case  of  Anderson,  it  was  de« 
cided  rightly.  This  was  in  the  decision  of  the  Queen's  Bench 
(Canada)  in  favour  of  the  surrender,  ante,  p.  95.  See  also  Reg. 
17.  Sattler,  1  Dears  and  Bell,  C.  C,  525. 
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reader  is  referred  for  illustrations.  It  will  suffice  here  to 
note  the  principles  which  apply  to  this  subject 

It  is  clear,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  proTiso  does 
relate  to  the  nature  and  amount  of  evidence  required. 
Thus,  although  by  the  English  statute  depositions  may 
be  received  in  lieu  of  oral  testimony,  the  general  English 
rules  of  evidence  must  be  observed.  Thus  no  hearsay 
evidence,  no  statements  of  the  prisoner  after  threats  or 
promises  held  out  to  him,  could  be  received  Supposing 
sufficient  unexceptionable  evidence  to  be  produced  as  to 
the  facts,  it  cannot  be  the  duty  of  the  magistrate  to  re- 
ceive evidence  in  contradiction  on  the  part  of  the  prisoner. 
However  strong  the  contradiction  might  be,  there  would 
be  a  conflict  of  evidence  on  a  matter  of  fact  sufficient  to 
go  to  a  jury,  and  in  that  case  the  magistrate  has  no  option 
but  to  commit. 

This  rule  appears  to  govern  the  case  of  a  denial  of 
identity.  That  is  a  question  of  fact  which  could  properly 
be  submitted  to  a  jury,  and  which  is  only  decided  by  a 
magistrate  in  ordinary  cases  in  the  exercise  of  a  discre- 
tion wliich  he  does  not  possess  in  matters  of  extradition. 
The  American  rules  of  practice  are  similar  to  those  of 
England,  and  in  Franz  Miiller's  case  the  commissiouer  at 
New  York  refused  to  receive  evidence  of  the  alibi  which 
was  afterwards  unsuccessfully  attempted  in  England,*  nor 
can  there  be  any  doubt  of  the  propriety  of  his  decision. 

But  the  prosecution  must  produce  sufficient  evidence 
of  criminality ;  that  is,  they  must  not  only  prove  the  com- 

*  See  ante,  p.  66. 
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mission  of  tlie  acts  described  in  tlie  depositions,  but  also 
that  they  come  within  the  definition  of  one  of  the  crimes- 
named  in  the  Act  under  which  proceedings  are  taken.  It  is 
equally  well  established  that  if  on  examination  the  magis- 
trate finds  that  the  acts  are  not  disputed,  but  that  a 
justification  is  established,  antecedent  to,  and  independent 
of,  the  acts  themselves,  he  must  discharge  the  prisoner. 
This  is  seen  in  the  various  cases  previously  cited  where 
murder  or  robbery  has  been  charged  on  account  of  acts 
committed  as  belligerents*  If  the  belligerent  character, 
or  any  similar  justification  (such,  for  instance,  in  a  case 
of  forgery,  as  the  authority  to  signf),  be  established,  the 
magistrate  cannot  commit  the  prisoner.  In  the  case  of 
the  Soanoke  at  Bermuda,  the  prisoners  were  charged 
with  piracy.  They  produced  a  commission  from  Jefferson 
Davis,  the  President  of  the  Confederate  States,  and  were 
immediately  released ;  and  upon  complaint  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Northern  States,  the  English  Government 
upheld  the  decision  of  the  magistrate. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  magistrate  is  bound  to 
afiford  the  prisoner  a  reasonable  opportunity  of  producing 
this  class  of  evidence.  But  it  will  be  observed  that  this 
rule  applies  only  to  evidence  as  to  the  quality  of  the  act 
charged ;  removing  it  altogether  from  the  class  of  crimes- 
by  the  operation  of  a  rule  of  law,  by  showing  that  it  had 
an  antecedent  justification.     It  is  otherwise  wlien  it  is- 

*  See  ante,  pp.  101, 109. 

t  See  Beg.  v.  Gould,  20  Upp.  Can.  0.  P.  (N.S.  6),  164;  antey 
p.  117. 
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desired  by  evidence  as  to  the  acts  themselves  to  sliow  a 
Justification  arising  out  of  the  circumstances,  or  to  reduce 
tlie  amount  of  guilt  which  is  involved. 

This  question  will  arise  most  frequently  upon  charges 
of  murder.  In  this  case  it  is  necessary  to  have  primd 
facie  evidence  of  a  wilful  killing.  It  may  be  that  an 
antecedent  justification  may  be  shown  of  the  class  just 
noticed,  and  then  the  prisoner  will  be  entitled  to  liis 
release.  But  if  not,  the  question  upon  the  facts  of  the 
case  whether  the  act  charged  is  really  murder,  man- 
slaughter, or  homicide  justified  by  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  depends  upon  evidence  of  fact  which  is  proper 
for  the  consideration  of  a  jury,  and  upon  which,  therefore, 
the  magistrate  is  not  entitled  to  decide.  If  the  prisoner 
be  charged  upon  the  foreign  warrant  with  nmrder,  and 
the  evidence  for  the  prosecution  shows  a  priind  fade  case 
of  wilful  killing,  it  is  not  for  the  magistrate  to  decide  how 
far  provocation,  terror,  or  accident  affected  tlie  guilt  of 
the  act.* 

At  the  same  time,  it  would  only  be  reasonable,  con- 
sidering that  the  deportation  to  another  country  for  trial 
is  in  itself  a  severe  penalty,  that  the  magistrate  should 
allow  anything  to  appear  upon  the  depositions  wliich  the 
prisoner's  advisers  might  believe  would  be  useful  to  him 
in  an  appeal  to  a  higher  Court  against  the  commitment. 

*  This  yiew  of  the  limita  of  the  duty  of  the  committing  magis- 
trate was  acted  upon  by  Commr.  C.  W.  Newton,  of  the  Southern 
District  of  New  York,  in  the  case  of  John  G.  Bennett,  11  L.  T. 
<N.S.),  489.    See  also  Story  on  the  Const  of  the  IT.  S.,  §  1812. 
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CHAPTEE   VIII. 

CONCLUSIOX. 

Although  thirteen  years  have  passed  since  the  last  edition 
of  this  book  was  published,  I  regret  that  the  law  still 
remains  in  the  unsatisfactory  state  which  I  then  described* 
The  defects  which  I  pointed  out  still  exist,  but  fortunately 
they  have  not  been  productive  of  serious  inconvenience* 
Many  treaties  have  been  made  and  several  very  important 
cases  have  been  decided  in  the  English  Courts,  and  these 
will  be  found  recorded  in  former  chapters,  but  no  legisla- 
tive amendments  have  been  made  in  our  law. 

In  the  year  1877  a  Eoyal  Commission  was  appointed  to 
consider  the  working  and  effect  of  the  existing  law  and 
treaties  with  respect  to  extradition.  It  was  one  of  the 
strongest  Commissions  ever  appointed,  there  being  amongst 
its  members  the  late  Lord  Chief  Justice  Cockburu,  Lords 
Selborne,  Blackburn,  and  Esher,  Lords  Justices  Baggallay 
and  Thesiger,  Mr.  Justice  Stephen,  and  Mr.  Eussell  Gumey. 
They  suggested  that,  in  future,  extradition  treaties  should 
not  be  held  to  be  indispensable,  but  that  statutory  power 
should  be  given  to  the  proper  authorities  to  deliver  up 
fugitive  criminals  whose  surrender  should  be  asked,  irre- 
spective  of  the  existence  of  any  treaty    between  this 
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country  and  the  state  against  whose  law  the  offence  had 
heen  committed,  and  that  the  Act  should  extend  to  those 
foreign  states  to  which  it  might  from  time  to  time  by 
Order  in  Council  be  directed  to  apply.  They  further 
expressed  the  opinion  that  the  stipulation,  that  a  fugitive 
ciiminal  should  not  be  surrendered  if  he  was  a  subject  of 
the  state  in  which  he  was  found,  was  unnecessary  and 
inexpedient,  and  should  be  omitted  in  future  treaties. 
This  recommendation  has  been  acted  upon  by  the  British 
Government  in  several  of  the  treaties  made  since  the  date 
of  the  Beport,  notably  those  with  Spain  (1878),  Luxem- 
burg (1880),  and  Switzerknd  (1880).  Several  valuable 
suggestions  were  made  by  the  Commission  for  the  amend- 
ment of  procedure  in  extradition  cases,  with  a  view  to 
remove  technical  difficulties  which  under  the  present  law 
often  prevent  the  punishment  of  crime ;  but  the  most  im- 
portant point  with  which  they  dealt  in  their  Beport  was 
the  question  how  far  the  political  character  of  a  crime 
should  exempt  the  offender  from  surrender.  This  is  a 
matter  of  very  great  importance,  and  one  which  may  at 
any  time  cause  serious  international  difficulties.  The 
Commission  advised  that  the  suggestion  of  a  political 
motive  should  not  be  recognized  as  a  ground  on  which  a 
magistrate  or  a  judge  should  refuse  a  demand  for  the 
surrender  of  a  person  accused  of  what,  in  the  absence  of 
such  motive,  would  be  an  ordinary  crime,  unless  the  act  to 
which  a  political  character  was  sought  to  be  ascribed 
occurred  during  a  time  of  civil  war  or  open  insurrection 
but  they  considered  that  a  discretionary  power  in  favour 
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of  the  prisoner  should  be  reserved  for  the  Government  to 
refuse  to  deliver  up  a  person  so  accused.  This  exactly 
corresponds  with  the  opinion  expressed  in  the  first  edition 
of  this  work,  which  is  quoted  in  the  Appendix  to  the 
present  edition. 

It  will  be  observed  that,  in  considering  how  far  a  state 
was  entitled,  or  should  bind  itself,  to  deliver  up  its  own 
subjects  for  trial  in  a  foreign  country  whose  laws  they 
were  accused  of  having  broken,  the  Commission  made  no 
reference  to  the  question  of  the  right  of  a  state  to  imprison 
for  ofifences  against  a  foreign  law,  and  to  surrender  for  trial 
in  a  foreign  state,  persons  not  subjects  of  that  state,  but  of 
a  third  state.  This,  however,  is  not  an  unimportant 
question,  and  it  has  become  the  more  interesting  from  a 
decision  lately  given  in  our  Courts.  Before  examining 
that  decision  it  may  be  well  to  examine  the  principle  upon 
which  all  extradition  rests.  That  principle  is,  that  a  state, 
against  whose  laws  a  person  subject  to  their  obligation  has 
committed  an  offence,  is  entitled  to  ask,  as  a  matter  of 
international  courtesy,  that  the  authorities  of  the  place  in 
which  he  has  taken  refuge  shall  assist  in  his  being  brought 
to  justice,  by  surrendering  him  to  the  Executive  of  the 
country  whose  tribunals  are  entitled  to  punish  the  offence 
committed.  If  he  be  a  subject  of  the  power  claiming  his 
surrender,  there  is  no  difficulty.  If  he  be  a  subject  of  the 
power  upon  which  the  request  for  his  extradition  is  made, 
that  power  may  or  may  not  surrender  him.  It  is  quite 
entitled  to  take  either  course,  but  the  comity  of  nations 
founded  upon  the  general  interests  of  mankind  would 
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appear  to  require  that  his  surrender  should  only  be  refused 
where  sufficient  opportunity  exists  of  punishing  him  at  the 
place  where  he  has  taken  refuge.    It  must  be  admitted, 
however,  that  many  treaties  appear  to  be  inconsistent  with 
the  principle  last  stated.     The  question  of  the  right  of  one 
state  to  surrender  to  another  a  person  who  is  not  a  subject 
of  either,  but  of  a  third  power,  is  more  complicated,  and  it 
appears  to  me  that  such  surrender  cannot  upon  any  sound 
principle  be  justified  unless  such  third  power  consents  or 
acquiesces.    A  Frenchman  residing  in  Spain  is  subject  to 
the  municipal  law  of  that  country;  that  is  a  condition 
upon  which  he  is  allowed  to  come  under  and  claim  the 
protection  of  a  Government  to  which  he  does  not  owe 
allegiance.    For  an  offence  committed  against  the  muni- 
cipal law  of  Spain,  Spain  can  punish  him ;  if  for  any  reason 
the  Government  of  Spain  see  fit  to  decline  to  allow  him  to 
remain  under  its  protection,  it  can,  subject  to  any  question 
of  treaty  right,  or  claim  for  compensation,  refuse  to  permit 
him  to  remain  in  its  territory.     But  I  see  no  principle 
upon  which  Spain,  against  whose  municipal  law  he  has 
committed  no  offence,  is  entitled  to  imprison  him  and 
hand  him  over  as  a  prisoner  to  Russia  without  the  consent 
of  the  Government  of  France,  to  which  he  owes  allegiance, 
and  from  which  he  is  entitled  to  receive  protection.    The 
existence  of  a  treaty  between  Spain  and  Eussia  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  question.    If,  in  the  absence  of  such  treaty, 
Spain  could  not   rightfully  make  a  surrender  without 
violating  the  rights  of  France,  a  mere  agreement  to  do  so, 
to  which  France  is  no  party,  cannot  entitle  her  to  do  so. 
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Our  Courts  have  met  the  difficulty  by  holding  that,  prim4 
facie,  the  fugitive  might  be  considered  the  subject  of  the 
country  within  whose  jurisdiction  he  is  alleged  to  have 
committed  an  offence,  and  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  this 
is  a  reasonable  and  convenient  way  of  dealing  with  the 
question.  But  it  must  be  observed  that  this  assumption 
is  based  upon  the  fact  that  at  the  time  the  offence  was 
committed  the  fugitive  was  within  the  territorial  juris- 
diction of  the  foreign  country.  A  strange  and  very 
questionable  decision  which  has  lately  been  given  in  our 
Courts  has,  however,  supported  the  right  of  surrender  where 
no  such  assumption  could  be  made.  In  the  case  of  B.  v. 
Nillins^  the  person  whose  surrender  was  demanded  was  not 
alleged  to  have  ever  been  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction 
of  the  state  against  whose  laws  he  was  alleged  to  have 
offended.  It  was  charged  against  him,  that  he,  being  in 
England,  had  uttered  forged  bills  of  exchange  and  procured 
goods  by  false  pretences  in  Germany,  and  the  Court 
decided  that  he  was  a  fugitive  criminal  and  must  be  sur- 
rendered. So  long  as  this  judgment  remains  uncorrected 
it  must  be  accepted  as  the  expression  of  the  law,  but  it  is 
to  be  hoped  that  the  first  opportunity  will  be  taken  of 
reversing  it.  The  course  which  was  pursued  under  it  is 
clearly  inconsistent  with  international  rights.  If  France 
proposed  to  surrender  to  Spain,  for  trial  for  an  offence 
against  Spanish  law,  an  Englishman  who  had  never  been 
in  Spain,  but  for  twenty  years  had  resided  in  French  terri- 
tory, it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  representative  of  this 

•  63  L.  J.  M.  0.,  167.    AnU,  p.  176. 
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country  to  enter  the  most  peremptory  protest  against  a 
gross  breach  of  international  law.  I  believe  the  judgment 
to  have  been  wholly  erroneous,  but,  if  it  should  be  upheld, 
it  would  be  desirable  at  once  to  amend  the  law  in  order  to 
avoid  the  possibility  of  very  serious  political  difficulty. 
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EXTRADITION  ACT  (1870) 

[83  &  84  Vict.  c.  52.] 

An  Act/or  amending  the  Law  relating  to  the  Extradition  of 

CriminaU.  [9ih  August  1870.] 

Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the 
surrender  to  foreign  States  of  persons  accused  or  convicted  of 
the  commission  of  certain  crimes  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such 
States,  and  to  the  trial  of  criminals  surrendered  by  foreign 
States  to  this  country : 

fie  it  enacted  by  the  Queen's  Most  Excellent  Majesty,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Tem- 
poral, and  Commons,  in  this  present  Parliament  assembled, 
and  by  the  authority  of  the  same,  as  follows : 

Pbkliminabt. 
Short  tiOe. 

1.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  "  The  Extradition  Act,  1870." 

Where  arrangement  for  surrender  of  criminals  made^  Order  in 

Council  to  apply  Act, 

2.  Where  an  arrangement  has  been  made  with  any  foreign 
State  with  respect  to  the  surrender  to  such  State  of  any  fugitive 
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criminals,*  Her  Majesty  may,  by  Order  in  Council,  direct  that 
this  Act  shall  apply  in  the  case  of  such  foreign  State. 

Her  Majesty  may,  by  the  same  or  any  subsequent  Order, 
limit  the  operation  of  the  Order,  and  restrict  the  same  to 
fugitive  criminals  who  are  in  or  suspected  of  being  in  the  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  specified  in  the  Order,  and  render 
the  operation  thereof  subject  to  such  conditions,  exceptions,  and 
qualifications  as  may  be  deemed  expedient. 

Every  such  Order  shall  recite  or  embody  the  terms  of  the 
arrangement,  and  shall  not  remain  in  force  for  any  longer 
period  than  the  arrangement. 

Every  such  Order  shall  be  laid  before  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment within  six  weeks  after  it  is  made,  or,  if  Parliament  be 
not  then  sitting,  within  six  weeks  after  the  then  next  meeting 
of  Parliament,  and  shall  also  be  published  in  the  '^  London 
Gazette." 

Hestrictunis  on  surrender  of  anminals. 

3.  The  following  restrictions  shall  be  observed  with  respect 
to  the  surrender  of  fugitive  criminals : — 

(1.)  A  fugitive  criminal  shall  not  be  surrendered  if  the  offence 
in  respect  of  which  his  surrender  is  demanded  is  one 
of  a  political  character,  or  if  he  prove  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  police  magistrate  or  the  coui*t  before  whom 
he  is  brought  on  habeas  corpus,  or  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  that  the  requisition  for  his  surrender  has  in 
fact  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  or  punish  him  for 
an  offence  of  a  political  character : 

(2.)  A  fugitive  criminal  shall  not  be  surrendered  to  a  foreign 
State  unless  pro^dsion  is  made  by  the  law  of  that 
State,  or  by  arrangement,  that  the  fugitive  criminal 
shall  not,  until  he  has  been  restored  or  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  returning  to  Her  Majesty's  dominions,  be 

*  See  the  definition  of  *'  fugitive  crimiDar'  (§  26),  and  R.  v.  Nillina,  53 
L.  J.  M.  C,  157. 
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detained  or  tried  in  that  foreign  State  for  any  offence 
committed  prior  to  his  surrender  other  than  the  ex- 
tradition crime  proved  by  the  facts  on  which  the 
surrender  is  grounded : 

(8.)  A  fugitive  criminal  who  has  been  accused  of  some  offence 
within  English  jurisdiction  not  being  the  offence  for 
which  his  surrender  is  asked,  or  is  undergoing  sentence 
under  any  conviction  in  tho  United  Kingdom,  shall 
not  be  surrendered  until  after  he  has  been  discharged, 
whether  by  acquittal  or  on  expiration  of  his  sentence 
or  otherwise : 

(4.)  A  fugitive  criminal  shall  not  be  surrendered  until  the 
expiration  of  fifteen  days  from  the  date  of  his  being 
committed  to  prison  to  await  his  surrender. 

Provisions  o/ arrangement /or  su/rrender, 

4.  An  Order  in  Council  for  applying  this  Act  in  the  case  of 
any  foreign  State  shall  not  be  made  unless  the  arrangement — 

(1.)  Provides  for  the  determination  of  it  by  either  party  to 
it  after  the  expiration  of  a  notice  not  exceeding  one 
year;  and, 

(2.)  Is  in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  and  in 
particular  with  the  restrictions  on  the  surrender  of 
fugitive  criminals  contained  in  this  Act. 

Publication  and  effect  of  Order, 

5.  When  an  Order  applying  this  Act  in  the  case  of  any 
foreign  State  has  been  published  in  the  "  London  Gazette/'  this 
Act  (after  the  date  specified  in  the  Order,  or  if  no  date  is  speci- 
fied, after  the  date  of  the  publication)  shall,  so  long  as  the 
Order  remains  in  force,  but  subject  to  the  limitations,  restric- 
tions, conditions,  exceptions,  and  qualifications,  if  any,  contained 
in  the  Order,  apply  in  the  case  of  such  foreign  State.  An  Order 
in  Council  shall  be  conclusive  evidence  that  the  arrangement 
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thereiii  referred  to  complies  with  the  requisitions  of  this  Act, 
and  that  this  Act  applies  in  the  case  of  the  foreign  State  men- 
tioned in  the  Order,  and  the  validity  of  such  Order  shall  not  be 
questioned  in  any  legal  proceedings  whatever. 

LiahilUy  qfcrimttud  to  surrender. 

6.  Where  this  Act  applies  in  the  case  of  any  foreign  State, 
every  fugitive  criminal  of  that  State*  who  is  in  or  suspected  of 
being  in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions,  or  that  part 
which  is  specified  in  the  Order  applying  this  Act  (as  the  case 
may  be),  shall  be  liable  to  be  apprehended  and  surrendered  in 
manner  provided  by  this  Act,  whether  the  crime  in  respect  of 
which  the  surrender  is  sought  was  committed  before  or  after 
the  date  of  the  Order,  and  whether  there  is  or  is  not  any  con- 
current jurisdiction  in  any  court  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions 
over  that  crime. 

Order  of  Secretary  of  State  for  issue  of  warrant  in  United 
Kingdom  if  crime  is  not  of  a  political  character, 

7.  A  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  of 
any  foreign  State,  who  is  in  or  suspected  of  being  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  shall  be  made  to  a  Secretary  of  State  by  some  person 
recognised  by  the  Secretary  of  State  as  a  diplomatic  representa- 
tive of  that  foreign  State.  A  Secretary  of  State  may,  by  order 
under  his  hand  and  seal,  signify  to  a  police  magistrate  that  such 
requisition  has  been  made,  and  require  him  to  issue  his  warrant 
for  the  apprehension  of  the  fugitive  criminal. 

If  the  Secretary  of  State  is  of  opinion  that  the  offence  is 
one  of  a  political  character,  he  may,  if  he  think  fit,  refuse  ta 
send  any  such  order,  and  may  also  at  any  time  order  a  fugitive 
criminal  accused  or  convicted  of  such  offence  to  be  discharged 
from  custody. 

*  Subject,  of  course,  to  any  limitations  or  exceptions  contained  in  tlic 
Treaty  with  that  State,  such  as  a  provision  that  neither  State  is  to  surrender 
its  own  subjects.  K.  v.  Wilson,  3  Q.  B.  D.,  42  ;  48  L.  J.  M.  C,  37 ;  37 
L.  T.  (N.S.),  544 ;  26  W.  B.,  44. 
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l89ue  of  warrant  hy  police  magistrate,  justice,  dx, 

8.  A  warrant*  for  the  apprehenfiiont  of  a  fugitive  criminal, 
whether  accused  or  convicted  of  crime,  who  is  in  or  suspected 
of  being  in  the  United  Kingdom,  may  be  issued — 

(1.)  By  a  police  magistrate  on  the  receipt  of  the  said  order 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  on  such  evidence  as 
would  in  his  opinion  justify  the  issue  of  the  warrant 
if  the  crime  had  been  committed  or  the  criminal  con- 
victed in  England ;  and 
(2.)  By  a  police  magistrate  or  any  justice  of  the  peace  in 
any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  on  such  informa- 
tion or  complaint  and  such  evidence  or  after  such  pro- 
ceedings as  would  in  the  opinion  of  the  person  issuing 
the  warrant  justify  the  issue  of  a  warrant  if  the 
crime  had  been  committed  or  the  criminal  convicted 
in  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  which  he 
exercises  jurisdiction. 
Any  person  issuing  a  warrant  under  this  section  without  an 
order  from  a  Secretary  of  State  shall  forthwith  send  a  report 
of  the  fact  of  such  issue,  together  with  the  evidence  and 
information  or  complaint,  or  certified  copies  thereof,  to   a 
Seci*etary  of  State,  who  may  if  he  think  fit  order  the  warrant 
to  be  cancelled,  and  the  person  who  has  been  apprehended  on 
the  warrant  to  be  discharged. 

A  fugitive  criminal,  when  apprehended  on  a  warrant  issued 
without  the  order  of  a  Secret^iy  of  State,  shall  be  brought 
before  some  person  having  power  to  issue  a  warrant  under  this 

*  This  warrant  need  not  deRcribe  the  offence  with  strict  particularity. 
Ex  parte  Terraz,  4  Ex.  D.,  63;  42  L.  J.  Ex.,  214;  39  L.  T.  (N.S.),  602  ; 
27  W.  R.,  170.  Hx  parte  Piot,  48  L.  T.  (N.S.),  120 ;  15  Cos,  C.  C,  208  ; 
47  J.  P.,  247. 

f  "  Apprehension  "  inclndcB  **  detention,"  and  a  fugitive  criminal  who  is 
already  in  custody  may  be  detained  for  an  offence  coming  within  the  Act, 
even  though  he  was  originally  arrested  without  any  warrant.  R.  r.  Weil, 
9  Q.  B.  D.,  701 ;  63  L.  J.  M.  C,  74;  47  L.  T.  (N.S.),  630;  31  W.  R., 
60 ;  16  Cox,  C.  C,  189. 
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section,  who  shall  by  warrant  order  him  to  be  brought  and  the 
prisoner  shall  accordingly  be  brought  before  a  police  magistrate. 
A  fugitive  criminal  apprehended  on  a  warrant  issued  without 
the  order  of  a  Secretary  of  State  shall  be  discharged  by  the 
police  magistrate,  unless  the  police  magistrate,  within  such 
reasonable  time  as,  with  reference  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  he  may  £z,  receives  from  a  Secretary  of  State  an  order 
signifying  that  a  requisition  has  been  made  for  the  surrender 
of  such  criminal. 

Hearing  of  case  and  evidence  of  political  character  of  crime, 

9.  When  a  fugitive  criminal  is  brought  before  the  police 
magistrate,  the  police  magistrate  shall  hear  the  case  in  the 
same  manner,  and  have  the  same  jurisdiction  and  powers,  as 
near  as  may  be,  as  if  the  prisoner  were  brought  before  him 
charged  with  an  indictable  offence  committed  in  England. 

The  police  magistrate  shall  receive  any  evidence  which  may 
be  tendered  to  show  that  the  crime  of  which  the  prisoner  is 
accused  or  alleged  to  have  been  convicted  is  an  offence  of  a 
political  character  or  is  not  an  extradition  crime. 

Committal  or  diacJiarge  of  prisoner, 

10.  In  the  case  of  a  fugitive  criminal  accused  of  an  extradi- 
tion crime,  if  the  foreign  warrant*  authorising  the  arrest  of 
such  criminal  is  duly  authenticated  t  and  such   evidence  is 

*  It  in  not  neceasaiy  that  the  foreign  varrsat  should  set  ont  the  offence 
in  terms  that  would  strictly  satisfy  the  English  definition  of  some  extradi- 
tion crime  ;  it  is  sufficient  if  it  purports  to  be  an  ofiicial  document,  issued  by 
A  court  of  competent  authority,  ordering  the  arrest  of  the  fugitive  criminal, 
and  if  the  evidence  produced  before  the  magistrate  justifies  committal  for  an 
extradition  crime.  K.  v,  Jacobi,  46  L.  T.  (N.S.),  695  n.  Ex  parte  Piot, 
48  L.  T.  (N.S.),  120 ;  15  Cox,  C.  C,  208  ;  47  J.  P.,  247. 

t  A  document  scaled  'with  the  seal  of  the  Department  of  Justice  at  the 
Hague  and  purporting  to  be  a  copy  of  the  record  or  minutes  of  a  certain 
order  or  decree  of  the  Criminal  Court  of  Justice  there,  setting  forth  the 
charges  against  the  fugitive  criminal  and  authorising  proceedings  against 
him  and  his  arrest,  was  held  to  satinfy  the  requirements  of  tho  section. 
B.  V,  Ganz,  0  Q.  B.  D.,  93 ;  51  L.  J.  Q.  B.,  419 ;  46  L.  T.  (N.8.),  592. 
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produced  as  (subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act)  would, 
according  to  the  law  of  England,  justify  the  committal  for 
trial  of  the  prisoner  if  the  crime  of  which  he  is  accused  had 
been  committed  in  England,  the  police  magistrate  shall 
commit  him  to  prison,*  but  otherwise  shall  order  him  to  be 
discharged. 

In  the  case  of  a  fugitive  criminal  alleged  to  have  been  con- 
victed of  an  extradition  crime,  if  such  evidence  is  produced  as 
(subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act)  would,  according  to  the 
law  of  England,  prove  that  the  prisoner  was  convicted  of  such 
crime,  the  police  magistrate  shall  commit  him  to  prison,  but 
otherwise  shall  order  him  to  be  discharged. 

If  he  commits  such  criminal  to  prison,  he  shall  commit  him 
to  the  Middlesex  House  of  Detention,  or  to  some  other  prison 
in  Middlesex,  there  to  await  the  warrant  of  a  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  his  surrender,  and  shall  forthwith  send  to  a  Secretary 
of  State  a  certificate  of  the  committal,  and  such  report  upon 
the  case  as  he  may  think  fit. 

Surrender  of  fugitive  to  foreign  State  hj  warrant  of  Secretary 

of  Staie. 

11.  If  the  police  magistrate  commits  a  fugitive  criminal  to 
prison,  he  shall  inform  such  criminal  that  he  will  not  be 
surrendered  until  after  the  expiration  of  fifteen  days,  and  that 
he  has  a  right  to  apply  for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus. 

Upon  the  expii*ation  of  the  said  fifteen  days,  or,  if  a  writ  of 
habeas  corpus  is  issued,  after  the  decision  of  the  court  upon 
the  return  to  the  writ,  as  the  case  may  be,  or  after  such  further 

*  To  justify  a  magistrate  in  committing  a  prisoner  ander  this  section, 
there  mast  be  some  evidence  that  the  prisoner  committed  the  extradition 
crime  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  countrj  seeking  extradition.  R.  v. 
Laraudier  and  others,  15  Cox,  C.  C,  329.  Bnt  if  there  is  any  reasonable 
evidence  before  the  magistrate,  the  Court  will  not  review  his  decision  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  against  the  weight  of  the  evidence.  B.  v.  Maurer,  10 
Q.  B.  D.,  513  ;  52  L.  J.  M.  C,  104 ;  31  W.  R.,  609. 
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period  as  may  be  allowed  in  either  case  by  a  Secretary  of  State^ 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  a  Secretary  of  State,  by  warrant  under 
his  hand  and  seal,  to  order  the  fugitive  criminal  (if  not  delivered 
on  the  decision  of  the  court)  to  be  surrendered  to  such  person 
as  may  in  his  opinion  be  duly  authorised  to  receive  the  fugitive 
criminal  by  the  foreign  State  from  which  the  requisition  for 
the  surrender  proceeded,  and  such  fugitive  criminal  shall  be 
surrendered  accordingly. 

It  shall  be  lawful  for  any  person  to  whom  such  warrant  is 
directed  and  for  the  person  so  authorised  as  aforesaid  to  receive, 
hold  in  custody,  and  convey  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such 
foreign  State  the  criminal  mentioned  in  the  warrant ;  and  if 
the  criminal  escapes  out  of  any  custody  to  which  he  may  be 
delivered  on  or  in  pursuance  of  such  warrant,  it  shall  be  lawful 
to  retake  him  in  the  same  manner  as  any  person  accused  of 
any  crime  against  the  laws  of  that  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions  to  which  he  escapes  may  be  retaken  upon  an  escape* 

Discharge  of  persons  appreliended  if  not  conveyed  out  of 
United  Kingdoin  wibldn  two  vurmilis. 

12.  If  the  fugitive  criminal  who  has  been  committed  to 
prison  is  not  surrendered  and  conveyed  out  of  the  United 
Kingdom  within  two  months  after  such  committal,  or,  if  a 
writ  of  habeas  corpus  is  issued,  after  the  decision  of  the  coui-t 
upon  the  return  to  the  writ,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  any  judge  of 
one  of  Her  Majesty  Superior  Courts  at  Westminster,  upon  appli- 
cation made  to  him  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  criminal,  and  upon 
proof  that  reasonable  notice  of  the  intention  to  make  such 
application  has  been  given  to  a  Secretaiy  of  State,  to  order 
the  criminal  to  be  discharged  out  of  custody,  unless  sufficient 
cause  is  shown  to  the  contrary. 

Execution  of  warrant  of  police  magistrate* 

13.  The  warrant  of  the  police  magistrate  issued  in  pursuance 
of  this  Act  may  be  executed  in  any  part  of  the  United 
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Kingdom  in  the  same  manner  as  if  the  same  had  been 
originally  issued  or  subsequently  indorsed  by  a  justice  of  the 
peace  having  juriBdiction  in  the  place  where  the  same  is 
executed. 

Depositions  to  he  evidence, 
(6  &  7  Vict.  c.  76.) 

14.  Depositions*  or  statements  on  oath,  taken  in  a  foreign 
State,  and  copies  of  such  original  depositions  or  statements, 
and  foreign  certificates  of  or  judicial  documents  stating  the 
fact  of  conviction,  may,  if  duly  authenticated,  be  received  in 
evidence  of  proceedings  under  this  Act. 

Autltentication  of  depositions  and  warrants, 
(29  &  30  Vict.  c.  121.) 

15.  Foreign  warrants  and  depositions  or  statements  on  oath, 
and  copies  thereof,  and  certificates  of  or  judicial  documents 
stating  the  fact  of  a  conviction,  shall  be  deemed  duly  authenti- 
cated for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  if  authenticated  in  manner 
provided  for  the  time  being  by  law  or  authenticated  as 
follows : — 

(1.)  If  the  warrant  purports  to  be  signed  by  a  judge, 
magistrate,  or  officer  of  the  foreign  State  where  the 
same  was  issued ; 

(2.)  If  the  depositions  or  statements  or  the  copies  thereof 
purport  to  be  certified  under  the  hand  of  a  judge, 
magistrate,  or  officer  of  the  foreign  State  where  the 
same  were  taken  to  be  the  original  depositions  or 
statements,  or  to  be  true  copies  thereof,  as  the  case 
may  require ;  and 

*  It  is  not  necessary  that  the  depositions  shoold  have  been  taken  in  the 
presence  of  the  accused  or  on  the  particular  charge.  Be  Elise  Coonhaje, 
L.  B.,  8  0.  B.,  410 ;  42  L.  J.  Q.  B.,  217  ;  28  L.  T.  (N.S.),  761 ;  21  W.  R., 
^3. 
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(3.)  If  the  certifioate  of  or  judicial  document  stating  the  fact 

of  conviction  purports  to  be  certified  by  a  judge, 

magistrate,  or  officer  of  the  foreign  State  whei'e  the 

conviction  took  place ;  and 

if  in  every  case  the  warrants,  depositions,  statements,  copies, 

certificates,  and  judicial  documents  (as  the  case  may  be)  are 

authenticated  by  the  oath  of  some  witness  or  by  being  sealed 

with  the  official  seal  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  or  some  other 

Minister  of  State:   And  all  courts  of  justice,  justices,  and 

magistrates  shall  take  judicial  notice  of  such  official  seal,  and 

shall  admit  the  documents  so  authenticated  by  it  to  be  received 

in  evidence  without  further  proof. 

Crimes  committed  at  Sea. 

Jurisdiction  as  to  crimes  committed  at  sea. 

IG.  Where  the  crime  in  respect  of  which  the  surrender  of  a 
fugitive  criminal  is  sought  was  committed  on  board  any  vessel 
on  the  high  seas  which  comes  into  any  port  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  following  provisions  shall  have  effect : — 

(1.)  This  Act  shall  be  construed  as  if  any  stipendiaxy  magis- 
trate in  England  or  Ireland,  and  any  sheriff  or  sheriff 
substitute  in  Scotland,  were  substituted  for  the  police 
magistrate  throughout  this  Act,  except  the  part 
relating  to  the  execution  of  the  warrant  of  the  police 
magistrate : 
(2.)  The  criminal  may  be  committed  to  any  prison  to  which 
the  person  committing  him  has  power  to  commit 
persons  accused  of  the  like  crime  : 
(3.)  If  the  fugitive  criminal  is  apprehended  on  a  warrant 
issued  without  the  order  of  a  Secretary  of  State,  he 
shall  be  brought  before  the  stipendiary  magistrate, 
sheriff,  or  sheriff  substitute  who  issued  the  warrant, 
or  who  has  jurisdiction  in  the  port  where  the  vessel 
lies,  or  in  the  place  nearest  to  that  port. 
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FuoinyE  Cbimikals  in  Bbitish  Possessions. 

Proceedings  as  to  fugitive  criminals  in  British  possessions, 

17,  This  Act,  when  applied  by  Order  in  Council,  shall, 
unless  it  is  otherwise  provided  by  such  Order,  eictend  to  every 
British  possession  in  the  same  manner  as  if  throughout  this 
Act  the  British  possession  were  substituted  for  the  United 
Kingdom  or  England,  as  the  case  may  require,  but  with  the 
following  modifications ;  namely, 

(1.)  The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal 
who  is  in  or  suspected  of  being  in  a  British  posses- 
sion may  be  made  to  the  Governor  of  that  British 
possession  by  any  person  recognised  by  that  Governor 
as  a  consul-general,  consul,  or  vice-consul,  or  (if  the 
fugitive  criminal  has  escaped  from  a  colony  or  de- 
pendency of  the  foreign  State  on  behalf  of  which  the 
requisition  is  made)  as  the  Governor  of  such  colony 
or  dependency : 
(2.)  No  warrant  of  a  Secretary  of  State  shall  be  required, 
and  all  powers  vested  in  or  acts  authorised  or  required 
to  be  done  under  this  Act  by  the  police  magistrate* 
and  the  Secretary  of  State,  or  either  of  them,  in 
relation  to  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal,  may 
be  done  by  the  Governor  of  the  British  possession 
alone: 
(3.)  Any  prison  in  the  British  possession  may  be  substituted 

for  a  prison  in  Middlesex : 
(4.)  A  judge  of  any  coiu*t  exercising  in  the  British  possession 
the  like  powers  as  the  Court  of  Queen's    Bench 

*  A  large  number  of  colonial  ordinancee  have  been  made  providing  for 
the  vesting  in,  and  for  the  exercise  by,  police  magistrates  in  the  colony  of  all 
powers  vested  in,  and  acts  authorised  or  required  to  be  done  under  this  Act 
by,  a  police  magistrate  or  justice  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  these  ordinances 
have  been  incorporated  with  the  Act  by  Orders  in  Council  made  under  §  18. 
See  Index  to  London  Gazette,  Tide — Extradition. 
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exercises  in  England  may  exercise  the  power  of  dis- 
charging a  criminal  when  not  conveyed  within  two 
months  out  of  such  British  possession. 

Saving  of  laws  of  British  possessions^ 

18.  If  by  any  law  or  ordinance,  made  before  or  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act  by  the  Legislature  of  any  British  possession, 
provision  is  made  for  canying  into  effect  within  such  possession 
the  surrender  of  fugitive  criminals  who  are  in  or  suspected  of 
being  in  such  British  possession,  Her  Majesty  may,  by  the 
Order  in  Council  applying  this  Act  in  the  case  of  any  foreign 
State,  or  by  any  subsequent  Order,  either 

Suspend  the  operation*  within  any  such  British  possession 
of  this  Act,  or  of  any  part  thereof,  so]  far  as  it 
relates  to  such  foreign  State,  and  so  long  as  such 
law  or  ordinance  continues  in  force  there,  and  no 
longer ; 

Or  direct  that  such  law  or  ordinance,  or  any  part  thereof, 
shall  have  effect  in  such  British  possession,  with  or 
without  modifications  and  alterations,  as  if  it  were 
part  of  this  Act. 

General  Peovisions. 

Criminal  surrendered  by  foreign  State  not  triabk  for  previous 

crime, 

19.  "Where,  in  pursuance  of  any  arrangement  with  a  foreign 
State,  any  person  accused  or  convicted  of  any  crime  which,  if 
committed  in  England,  would  be  one  of  the  crimes  described  in 
the  first  schedule  to  this  Act  is  surrendered  by  that  foreign 
State,  such  person  shall  not,  until  he  has  been  restored  or  had 
an  opportunity  of  returning  to  such  foreign  State,  be  triable 

*  By  Order  in  Council  of  December  28, 1882,  made  nnder  this  section,  the 
operation  of  the  Act  in  Canada  is  suspended  during  the  continuance  in  force 
of  the  Canadian  Acts  of  1877  and  1882  (40  Vict.  c.  25,  and  45  Vict.  c.  20). 
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or  tried  for  any  offence*  committed  prior  to  the  surrender  in 
any  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  other  than  such  of  the 
said  crimes  as  may  bq  proved  by  the  facts  on  which  the  sur- 
render is  grounded. 

As  to  tise  of  forma  in  second  schedule, 

20.  The  forms  set  forth  in  the  second  schedule  to  this  Act, 
or  forms  as  near  thereto  as  circumstances  admit,  may  be  used 
in  all  matters  to  which  such  forms  refer,  and  in  the  case  of  a 
British  possession  may  be  so  used,  mtUatis  mtUcmdis^  and  when 
used  shall  be  deemed  to  be  valid  and  sufficient  in  law. 

EevoocUion,  Ac,  of  Order  in  Council* 

21.  Her  Majesty  may,  by  Order  in  Council,  revoke  or  alter, 
subject  to  the  restrictions  of  this  Act,  any  Order  in  Council 
made  in  pursuance  of  this  Act,  and  all  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  with  respect  to  the  original  Order  shall  (so  far  as  appli- 
cable) apply,  mutatis  mutcmdis,  to  any  such  new  Order. 

Application  of  Act  in  Channel  Islands  and  Isle  of  Man. 

22.  This  Act  (except  so  far  as  relates  to  the  execution  of 
warrants  in  the  Channel  Islands)  shall  extend  to  the  Channel 
Islands  and  Isle  of  Man  in  the  same  manner  as  if  they  were 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom ;  and  the  Boyal  Courts  of  the 
Channel  Islands  are  hereby  respectively  authorised  and  re- 
quired to  register  this  Act. 

Saving  for  Indian  treaties* 

23.  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  affect  the  lawful  powers  of 
Her  Majesty  or  of  the  Gk)vemor-General  of  India  in  Council  to 

*  "  Offence  "  is  not  limited  to  political  offences,  bat  includes  all  crimes 
triable  in  a  criminal  court.  It  does  not,  howoTer,  include  disobedience  to  an 
Order  of  Court  in  a  civil  action  punishable  by  attachment.  Pooley  v. 
Whetham  (C.A.),  16  Ch.  D.,  436 ;  50  L.  J.  Ch.,  236 ;  43  L.  T.  (N.S.),  267 ; 
29  W.  R.  296. 
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make  treaties  for  the  extradition  of  criminals  with  Indian 
native  States,  or  with  other  Ajsiatio  States  conterminous  with 
British  India,  or  to  carry  into  execution  the  provisions  of 
any  such  treaties  made  either  before  or  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act. 

Power  of  foreign  State  to  obtain  evidence  in  United  Kingdom, 

24.  The  testimony  of  any  witness  may  be  obtained  in  rela- 
tion to  any  criminal  matter  pending  in  any  court  or  tribunal 
in  a  foreign  State  in  like  manner  as  it  may  be  obtained  in 
relation  to  any  civil  matter  under  the  Act  of  the  session  of  the 
nineteenth  and  twentieth  years  of  the  reign  of  Her  present 
Majesty,  chapter  one  hundred  and  thirteen,  intituled  ''An 
Act  to  provide  for  taking  evidence  in  Her  Majesty's  do- 
minions in  relation  to  civil  and  commercial  matters  pending 
before  foreign  tribunals;"  and  all  the  provisions  of  that  Act 
shall  be  construed  as  if  the  term  ''  civil  matter "  included  a 
criminal  matter,  and  the  term  ''cause"  included  a  proceeding 
against  a  criminal:  Provided  that  nothing  in  this  section 
shall  apply  in  the  case  of  any  criminal  matter  of  a  political 
character. 

Foreign  State  indudea  dependencies. 

25.  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  every  colony,  dependency, 
and  constituent  part  of  a  foreign  State,  and  eveiy  vessel  of 
that  State,  shall  (except  where  expressly  mentioned  as  distinct 
in  this  Act)  be  deemed  to  be  within  the  jurisdiction  of  and  to 
be  part  of  such  foreign  State 

Definition  of  Terms. 
'^British  posseaaion." 

26.  In  this  Act,  unless  the  context  otherwise  requires, — 
The  term  "  British  possession"  means  any  colony,  plantation, 

island;  territory,  or  settlement  within  Her  Majesty's 
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dominions,  and  not  within  the  United  Eongdom,  the 
Channel  Islands,  and  Isle  of  Man;  and  all  colonies, 
plantations,  islands,  territories,  and  settlements  under 
one  legislature,  as  hereinafter  defined,  are  deemed  to 
be  one  British  possession : 

The  term  "  legislature "  means  any  person  or  persona  who 
can  exercise  legislative  authority  in  a  British  posses- 
sion, and  where  there  are  local  legislatures  as  well  as 
a  central  legislature,  means  the  central  legislature 
only: 

"  Governor  J^ 

The  term  '^ Governor''  means  any  person  or  persons  adminis- 
tering the  government  of  a  British  possession,  and 
includes  the  Governor  of  any  part  of  India : 

"  Extradition  ci^ime" 

The  term  '^ extradition  crime"  means  a  crime  which,  if  com- 
mitted in  England  or  within  English  jurisdiction, 
would  be  one  of  the  crimes  described  in  the  first 
schedule  to  this  Act: 

"  Conviction" 

The  terms  "  conviction"  and  "convicted"  do  not  include  or 
refer  to  a  conviction  which  under  foreign  law  is  a 
conviction  for  contumacy,  but  the  term  "accused 
person"  includes  a  person  so  convicted  •  for  contu- 
macy: 

"  Fugitive  criminal"    "  Fugitive  criminal  of  a  foreign  State" 

The  term  "fugitive  criminal"  means  any  person  accused  or 
convicted  of  an  extradition  crime  committed  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  any  foreign  State  who  is  in  or  is 

R  2 
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suspected  of  being  in  some  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions;  and  the  term  '^ fugitive  criminal  of  a 
foreign  State "  means  a  fugitive  criminal  accused  or 
convicted  of  an  extradition  crime  committed  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  that  State :  * 

"  Secretary  of  StaU*' 

The  term  "  Secretary  of  State  "  means  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Principal  Secretaries  of  State : 

'*  Police  magiatrcUeJ* 

The  term  '<  police  magistrate  "  means  a  chief  magistrate  of 
the  metropolitan  police  courts  or  one  of  the  other 
magistrates  of  the  metropolitan  police  court  in  Bow 

Street. 

"Jiistice  of  the  peace,** 

The  term  ''  justice  of  the  peace "  includes  in  Scotland  any 
sheriff,  sheriff  substitute,  or  magistrate : 

«  Warrant:* 

The  term  "  warrant,"  in  the  case  of  any  foreign  State,  in- 
cludes any  judicial  document  authorising  the  arrest 
of  a  person  accused  or  convicted  of  crime. 

Repeal  of  Acts. 

Repeal  of  Acts  in  third  schedule. 

27.  The  Acts  specified  in  the  third  schedule  to  this  Act  are 
hereby  repealed  as  to  the  whole  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions ; 
and  this  Act  (with  the  exception  of  anything  contained  in  it 
which  is  inconsistent  with  the  treaties  referred  to  in  the  Acts 
bO  i-epealed)  shall  apply  (as  regards  crimes  committed  either 
before  or  after  the  passing  of  this  Act),  in  the  case  of  the  foreign 

t  Sco  R.  V,  Nillins,  S3  L.  J.  M.  C,  167. 
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States  with  which  those  treaties  are  made,  in  the  same  manner 
as  if  an  Order  in  Council  referring  to  such  treaties  had  been 
made  in  pursuance  of  this  Act,  and  as  if  such  Order  had  directed 
that  every  law  and  ordinance  which  is  in  force  in  anj  British 
possession  with  respect  to  such  treaties  should  hare  effect  as 
part  of  this  Act. 

Provided  that  if  any  proceedings  for  or  in  relation  to  the 
surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  have  been  commenced  under 
the  said  Acts  previously  to  the  repeal  thereof,  such  proceedings 
may  be  completed,  and  the  fugitive  surrendered,  in  the  same 
manner  as  if  this  Act  had  not  passed. 

SdieduUa. 

FIRST  SCHEDULE. 
List  of  Cbihes. 

The  following  list  of  crimes  is  to  be  construed  according  to 
the  law  existing  in  England  or  in  a  British  possession  (as  the 
case  may  be),  of  the  date  of  the  alleged  crime,  whether  by 
common  law  or  by  statute  made  before  or  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act : — 

Murder,  and  attempt  and  conspiracy  to  murder. 
Manslaughter. 

Counterfeiting  and  altering  money  and  uttering  counter- 
feit or  altered  money. 
Forgery,  counterfeiting,  and  altering,  and  uttering  what 

is  forged  or  counterfeited  or  altered. 
Embezzlement  and  larceny. 
Obtaining  money  or  goods  by  false  pretences. 
Crimes  by  bankrupts  against  bankruptcy  law. 
Fraud   by  a  bailee,   banker,   agent,    factor,   trustee,  or 
director,  or  member,  or  public  officer  of  any  company 
made  criminal  by  any  Act  for  the  time  being  in 
force. 
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Kape. 

Abduction. 

Child-stealing. 

Burglary  and  housebreaking. 

Arson. 

Robbery  with  violence. 

Threats  by  letter  or  otherwise  with  intent  to  extort. 

Piracy  by  law  of  nations. 

Sinking  or  destroying  a  vessel  at  sea,  or  attempting  or 

conspiring  to  do  so. 
Assaults  on  board  a,  ship  on  the  high  seas  with  intent  to 

destroy  life,  or  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm. 
Bevolt  or  conspiracy  to  revolt  by  two  or  more  persons  on 

board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  against  the  authority  of 

the  master. 


SECOND  SCHEDULE. 

Form  of  Order  of  Secretary  of  State  to  tite  Police  Magistrate, 

To  the  chief  magistrate  of  the  metropolitan  police  courts  or 

other  magistrate  of  the  metropolitan  police  court  in  Bow 

Street  [or  the  stipendiary  magistrate  at  ]. 

Whereas,  in  pursuance  of  an  arrangement  with 

lef erred  to  in  an  Order  of  Her  Majesty  in  Council  dated  the 

day  of  ,  a  requisition  has  been  made  to  me, 

,  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secre- 
taries of  State,  by  ,  the  diplomatic 
representative  of                                        ,  for  the  surrender  of 

,  late  of  ,  accused 

[or  convicted]  of  the  commission  of  the  crime  of 

,  within  the  jurisdiction  of 

.     Now  I  hereby,  by  this  my  order 
under  my  hand  and  seal,  signify  to  you  that  such  requisition 
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has  been  made,  and  require  you  to  issue  your  warrant  for  the 
apprehension  of  such  fugitive,  provided  that  the  conditions  of 
The  Eztiudition  Act,  1870,  relating  to  the  issue  of  such  warrant, 
are  in  your  judgment  complied  with. 

Given  under  the  hand  and  seal  of  the  undersigned,  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State,  this 
day  of  18    • 

jPorm  of  Warrant  of  Apprehension  by  Order  of  Secretary  of 

State. 


Hctropolitan  police 
dbtiict  [or  eonnty 
or  borough  of       ]  ' 
to  wit. 


( To  all  and  each  of  the  constables  of   the 

metropolitan  police  force  [or  of  the  county 

or  borough  of  ]. 

Whereas  the  Eight  Honourable  » 

one  of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State,  by  order 

under  his  hand  and  seal,  hath  signified  to  me  that  requisition 

hath  been  duly  made  to  him  for  the  surrender  of 

,  late  of  ,  accused  [or  con- 

victed] of  the  commission  of  the  crime  of 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  :  This  is  there- 

fore to  command  you  in  Her  Majesty's  name  forthwith  to 
apprehend  the  said  ,  pursuant  to  The 

Extradition  Act,  1870,  wherever  he  may  be  found  in  the 
United  Kingdom  or  Isle  of  Man,  and  bring  him  before  me  or 
some  other  [^magistrate  sitting  in  this  court],  to  show  cause 
why  he  should  not  be  surrendered  in  pursuance  of  the  said 
Extradition  Act,  for  which  this  shall  be  your  warrant. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  at  [*Bow  Street,  one  of  the 
police  courts  of  the  metropolis]  this 
day  of  18    . 

J.P. 

♦  Kote» — Alter  as  required. 
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Fomi  of  Warrant  of  Appre/tension  unthaiU  OixUsr  of 

Secretary  of  State, 

Metropolitan  police  ( ^0  all  and  each  of  the  constables  of  the 
Si'S^u^^or""*^  J      metropolitan  police  force  [or  of  the  county 
to  wit.        ^     or  borough  of  ]. 

Whsbeas  it  has  been  shown  to  the  undersigned,  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  justices  of  the  peace  in  and  for  the  metropolitan  police 
district  [or  the  said  county  or  borough  of  ], 

*^*  late  of  is  accused  [or  convicted] 

of  the  commission  of  the  crime  of  within  the 

jurisdiction  of  :    This  is  therefore  to  command 

you  in  Her  Majesty's  name  forthwith  to  apprehend  the  said 

and  to  bring  him  before  me  or  some  other 
magistrate  sitting  at  this  court  [or  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
justices  of  the  peace  in  and  for  the  county  [or  borough]  of 

],  to  be  further  dealt  with  according  to  law, 
for  which  this  shall  be  your  warrant. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  at  Bow  Street,  one  of  the 
police  courts  of  the  metropolis  [or 
in  the  county  or  borough  aforesaid],  this 
day  of  18     . 

J.P. 

Form  of  Warrant  for  bringing  Prisoner  before  t/ie  Police 

Magistrate, 


County  [or  borough] 
of  towiL 


To  constable  of  the  police  force  of 

and  to  all  other  police  officers  in 
the  said  county  [or  borough]  of 
Whereas  late  of  accused  [or 

alleged  to  be  convicted  of]  the  commission  of  the  crime  of 

within  the  jurisdiction  of  ,  has 

been  apprehended  and  brought  before  the  undersigned,  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  justices  of  the  peace  in  and  for  the  said  county 
[or  borough]  of  3  And  whereas  by  The  Eztradi- 
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tion  Act,  1870,  he  is  required  to  be  brought  before  the  chief 
magistrate  of  the  metropolitan  police  court,  or  one  of  the  police 
magistrates  of  the  metropolis  sitting  at  Bow  Street,  within  the 
metropolitan  police  district  [or  the  stipendiary  magistrate  for 

] :  This  is  therefore  to  command  you  the 
said  constable  in  Her  Majesty's  name  forthwith  to  take  and 
convey  the  said  to  the  metropolitan  police 

district  [or  the  said  ],  and  there  carry  him 

before  the  said  chief  magistrate  or  one  of  the  police  magis- 
trates of  the  metropolis  sitting  at  Bow  Street  within  the  said 
district  [or  before  a  stipendiary  magistrate  sitting  in  the  said 

]  to  show  cause  why  he  should  not  be 
surrendered  in  pursuance  of  The  Extradition  Act,  1870,  and 
otherwise  to  be  dealt  with  in  accordance  with  law,  for  which 
this  shall  be  your  warrant. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  at  in  the 

county  [or  borough]  aforesaid,  this  day 

of  18     . 

J.P. 


Metropolitan  police  I 


Form  of  Warrai^i  of  CommUtal, 
To  one  of  the  constables  of 

dirtrict     [or    the  !      *'"®  metropolitan  ponce  force  [or  of  the 

Sf""*^  uo^t*"'*"  1      P°^^®  ^^"^®  °^  *^®  county  or  borough  of 

\  ],  and  to  the  keeper  of  the 

Be  it  remembered,  that  on  this  day  of 

in  the  year  of  our  Lord  ,  late  of 

is  brought  before  me 
the  chief  magistrate  of  the  metropolitan  police  courts  [or  one 
of  the  police  magistrates  of  the  metropolis]  sitting  at  the  police  a 
court  in  Bow  Street,  within  the  metropolitan  police  district  [or 
stipendiary  magistrate  for  ],  to  show  cause  why 

he  should  not  be  surrendered  in  pursuance  of  The  Extradition 
Act,  1870,  on  the  ground  of  his  being  accused  [or  convicted]  of 
the  commission  of  the  crime  of  within  the 

jurisdiction  of  ,  and  forasmuch  as  no 
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sufficient  cause  has  been  shown  to  me  why  he  should  not  be 
surrendered  in  pursuance  of  the  said  Act : 

This  is  therefore  to  command  you  tlie  said  constable  in  Her 
Majesty's  name  forthwith  to  convey  and  deliver  the  body  of  the 
said  into  the  custody  of  the  said  keeper  of 

the  at  ,  and  you  the  said  keeper 

to  receive  the  said  into  your  custody,  and 

him  there  safely  to  keep  until  he  is  thence  delivered  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  said  Extradition  Act,  for  which  this 
shall  be  your  warrant. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  at  Bow  Street,  one  of  the 
police  courts  of  the  metropolis  [or  at  the  said  ], 

this  day  of  18      • 

J.P. 

Form  of  Warrant  of  Secretary  of  State  Jor  Surrender  of  Fugitive. 

To  the  keeper  of  and 

to 
Whereas  late  of  accused 

[or  convicted]  of  the  commission  of  the  crime  of 
within  the  j  urisdiction  of  ,  was  delivered  into  the 

custody  of  you  the  keeper  of  by 

warrant  dated  pursuant  to  The  Extradition 

Act,  1870 : 

Now  I  do  hereby,  in  pursuance  of  the  said  Act,  order  you 
the  said  keeper  to  deliver  the  body  of  the  said 
into  the  custody  of  the  said  ,  and  I  command  you 

the  said  to  receive  the  said  into 

your  custody,  and  to  convey  him  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
said  ,  and  there  place  him  in  the  custody  of  any 

person  or  persons  appointed  by  the  said  to 

receive  him,  for  which  this  shall  be  your  warrant. 

Given  under  the  hand  and  seal  of  the  undersigned,  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State,  this 
day  of 
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THIRD   SCHEDULE. 


Yeir  and  Cbipter. 


6  &  7  Vict.  c.  76. 


6  &  7  Vict  c.  76. 


8  &  9  Vict.  c.  120. 


25  &  26  Vict.  c.  70. 


29  &  30  Vict  c.  121. 


TiUe. 


An  Act  for  giving  effect  to  a  Convention  between 
Her  Majestj  and  the  King  of  the  French  fur  the 
apprehension  of  certain  offenders. 

An  Act  for  giving  effect  to  a  Treaty  between  Her 
Majesty  and  the  United  States  of  America  for  the 
apprehension  of  certain  offenders. 

An  Act  for  facilitating  execution  of  the  Treaties 
with  France  and  the  United  States  of  America  for 
the  apprehension  of  certain  offenders. 

An  Act  for  giving  effect  to  a  ConTcntion  between 
Her  Majesty  and  the  Ring  of  Denmark  for  the 
mutual  surrender  of  criminaLi. 

An  Act  for  Uie  Amendment  of  the  law  relating  to 
Treaties  of  £xtradition. 
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EXTRADITION  ACT  (1873) 

[36  &  37  Vict.  c.  60]. 

An  Act  to  amend  The  Extradition  Act,  1870. 

[5th  August  1873.] 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Queen's  most  Excellent  Majesty,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Tem- 
poral, and  Commons,  in  this  present  Parliament  assembled, 
and  by  the  authority  of  the  same,  as  follows : 

Construction  of  Act  and  afiort  title. 
(33  &  34  Vict.  c.  52.) 

1.  This  Act  shall  be  construed  as  one  with  The  Extradition 
Act,  1870  (in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  principal  Act),  and 
the  principal  Act  and  this  Act  may  be  cited  together  as  The 
Extradition  Acts,  1870  and  1873,  and  this  Act  may  be  cited 
alone  as  The  Extradition  Act,  1873. 

Explanation  of  sect,  6  of  SB  k3i  Vict.  c.  52. 

2.  Whereas  by  section  six  of  the  principal  Act  it  is  enacted 
as  follows : 

"  Where  this  Act  applies  in  the  case  of  any  foreign  State, 
every  fugitive  criminal  of  that  State  who  is  in  or  suspected  of 
being  in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions,  or  that  part 
which  is  specified  in  the  Order  applying  thLs  Act  (as  the  case 
may  be),  shall  be  liable  to  be  apprehended  and  surrendered  in 
manner  provided  by  this  Act,  whether  the  crime  in  respect  of 
which  the  surrender  is  sought  was  committed  before  or  after 
the  date  of  the  Order,  and  whether  there  is  or  is  not  any  con- 
current jurisdiction  in  any  court  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions 
over  that  crime." 
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And  whereas  doubts  have  arisen  as  to  the  application  of  the 
said  section  to  crimes  committed  before  the  passing  of  the 
principal  Act,  and  it  is  expedient  to  remove  such  doubts,  it  is 
therefore  hereby  declared  that — 

A  crime  committed  before  the  date  of  the  Order  includes 
in  the  said  section  a  crime  committed  before  the  passing 
of  the  principal  Act,  and  the  principal  Act  and  this  Act 
shall  be  construed  accordingly. 

Liability  of  acceaaories  to  he  surrendered. 

8.  Whereas  a  person  who  is  accessory  before  or  after  the 
fact,  or  counsels,  procures,  commands,  aids,  or  abets  the  com- 
mission of  any  indictable  offence,  is  by  English  law  liable  to  be 
tried  and  punished  as  if  he  were  the  principal  offender,  but 
doubts  have  arisen  whether  such  person  as  well  as  the  principal 
offender  can  be  surrendered  under  the  principal  Act,  and  it  is 
expedient  to  remove  such  doubts;  it  is  therefore  hereby  de- 
clared that — 

Every  person  who  is  accused  or  convicted  of  having 
counselled,  procured,  commanded,  aided,  or  abetted  the 
commission  of  any  extradition  crime,  or  of  being  acces- 
sory before  or  after  the  fact  to  any  extradition  crime, 
shall  be  deemed  for  the  purposes  of  the  principal  Act 
and  this  Act  to  be  accused  or  convicted  of  having  com- 
mitted such  crime,  and  shall  be  liable  to  be  apprehended 
and  surrendered  accordingly. 

ExpUmation  of  sect.  l^o/S3  &  34  Vict.  c.  62  as  to  statementa  on 

oathj  induding  affirmations. 

4.  Be  it  declared,  that  the  provisions  of  the  principal  Act 
relating  to  depositions  and  statements  on  oath  taken  in  a  foreign 
State,  and  copies  of  such  original  depositions  and  statements, 
do  and  shall  extend  to  affirmations  taken  in  a  foreign  State, 
and  copies  of  such  affirmations. 
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Power  of  taJdng  evidence  in  United  Kingdom  Jor  foreign 

crimincd  matters. 

5.  A  Secretary  of  State  may,  by  order  under  his  hand  and 
seal,  require  a  police  magistrate  or  a  justice  of  the  peace  to 
take  evidence  for  the  purposes  of  any  criminal  matter  pending 
in  any  court  or  tribunal  in  any  foreign  State ;  and  the  police 
magistrate  or  justice  of  the  peace,  upon  the  receipt  of  such 
order,  shall  take  the  evidence  of  every  witness  appearing  before 
him  for  the  purpose  in  like  manner  as  if  such  witness  appeared 
on  a  charge  against  some  defendant  for  an  indictable  offence, 
and  shall  certify  at  the  foot  of  the  depositions  so  taken  that 
such  evidence  was  taken  before  him,  and  shall  transmit  the 
same  to  the  Secretary  of  State;  such  evidence  maybe  taken  in 
the  presence  or  absence  of  the  person  charged,  if  any,  and  the 
fact  of  such  presence  or  absence  shall  be  stated  in  such 
deposition. 

Any  person  may,  after  payment  or  tender  to  him  of  a 
reasonable  sum  for  his  costs  and  expenses  in  this  behalf,  be 
compelled,  for  the  purposes  of  this  section,  to  attend  and  give 
evidence  and  answer  questions  and  produce  documents,  in  like 
manner  and  subject  to  the  like  conditions  as  he  may  in  the  case 
of  a  charge  preferred  for  an  indictable  offence. 

Every  person  who  wilfully  gives  false  evidence  before  a  police 
magistrate  or  justice  of  the  peace  under  this  section  shall  be 
guilty  of  perjury. 

Provided  that  nothing  in  this  section  shall  apply  in  the  case 
of  any  criminal  matter  of  a  political  character. 

Explanation  of  sect,  16  o/*  33  ds  34  Vict.  c.  52. 

6.  The  jurisdiction  conferred  by  section  sixteen  of  the  prin- 
cipal Act  on  a  stipendiary  magistrate,  and  a  sheriff  or  sheriff 
substitute,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
derogation  or  exclusion  of^  the  jurisdiction  of  the  police 
magistrate. 
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Explanation  of  diplomaiic  representative  and  consul, 

7.  For  the  purposes  of  the  principal  Act  and  this  Act  a 
diplomatic  representative  of  a  foreign  State  shall  be  deemed  to 
include  any  person  recognised  by  the  Secretary  of  State  as  a 
consul-general  of  that  State,  and  a  consul  or  vice-consul  shall 
be  deemed  to  include  any  person  recognised  by  the  Governor 
of  a  British  Possession  as  a  consular  officer  of  a  Foreign 
St4ite. 

Addition  to  list  of  crimes  in  schedtde, 

8.  The  principal  Act  shall  be  construed  as  if  there  were 
included  in  the  first  schedule  to  that  Act  the  list  of  crimes 
contained  in  the  schedule  to  this  Act. 

SCHEDULE. 
List  of  Crimes. 

The  following  list  of  crimes  is  to  be  construed  according  to 
the  law  existing  in  England  or  in  a  British  Possession  (as  the 
case  may  be)  at  the  date  of  the  alleged  crime,  whether  by 
common  law  or  by  statute  made  before  or  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act : 

Kidnapping  and  false  imprisonment. 

Perjury,  and  subornation  of  perjury,  whether  under  common 
or  statute  law. 

(24  it  25  Vict,  c,  9G,  Ac) 

Any  indictable  offence  under  the  Larceny  Act,  1861,  or  any 
Act  amending  or  substituted  for  the  same,  which  is  not  included 
in  the  first  schedule  to  the  principal  Act. 

Any  indictable  offence  under  the  Act  of  the  session  of  the 
twenty-fourth  and  twenty-fifth  years  of  the  reign  of  Her 
present  Majesty,  chapter  ninetynseven,  '*  To  consolidate  and 
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amend  ilie  statute  law  of  England  and  Ireland  relating  to 
malicious  injuries  to  property,"  or  any  Act  amending  or  sub- 
stituted for  the  same,  which  is  not  included  in  the  first  schedule 
to  the  principal  Act. 

Any  indictable  offence  under  the  Act  of  the  session  of  the 
twenty-fourth  and  twenty-fifth  years  of  the  reign  of  Her 
present  Majesty,  chapter  ninety-eight,  "To  consolidate  and 
amend  the  statute  law  of  England  and  Ireland  relating  to 
indictable  offences  by  forgery,"  or  any  Act  amending  or  sub- 
stituted for  the  same,  which  is  not  included  in  the  first  schedule 
to  the  principal  Act. 

Any  indictable  offence  under  the  Act  of  the  session  of  the 
twenty-fourth  and  twenty-fifth  years  of  the  reign  of  Her 
present  Majesty,  chapter  ninety-nine,  "  To  consolidate  and 
amend  the  statute  law  of  the  United  Kingdom  against  offences 
relating  to  the  coin,"  or  any  Act  amending  or  substituted  for 
the  same,  which  is  not  included  in  the  first  schedule  to  the 
principal  Act. 

Any  indictable  offence  under  the  Act  of  the  session  of  the 
twenty-fourth  and  twenty-fifth  years  of  the  reign  of  Her 
present  Majesty,  chapter  one  hundred,  "To  consolidate  and 
amend  the  statute  law  of  England  and  Ireland  relating  to 
offences  against  the  person,"  or  any  Act  amending  or  substituted 
for  the  same,  which  is  not  included  in  the  first  schedule  to  the 
principal  Act. 

Any  indictable  offence  under  the  laws  for  the  time  being  in 
force  in  relation  to  bankruptcy  which  is  not  included  in  the 
first  schedule  to  the  principal  Act. 
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LIST  OP  THE  EXISTING 

EXTRADITION  TREATIES,  DECLARATIONS,  AND 

CONVENTIONS  OF  GREAT  BRITAIN. 


AusTRiA-HuNGABT      .    Treaty  of  Dec.  8,  1873. 

Bbloium    . 

.     Treaty  of  May  20, 1876, 

>i 

.     Declaration  of  July  23,  1877, 

ft 

and  Declaration  of  April  21,  1887 

Bbazil 

.     Treaty  of  Nov.  13,  1872. 

Denmark  . 

.     Treaty  of  March  31,  1873. 

Ecuador    . 

.    Treaty  of  Sept.  20, 1880. 

France 

.    Treaty  of  Aug.  14,  1876. 

Germany    . 

.     Treaty  of  May  14,  1872. 

Guatemala 

.    Treaty  of  July  4,  1885. 

Hayti 

.     Treaty  of  Dec.  7,  1874. 

Italy 

.    Treaty  of  Feb.  5,  1873, 

»            • 

and  Declaration  of  May  7, 1873. 

Luxembourg 

.     Treaty  of  Nov.  24,  1880. 

Netherlands 

.    Treaty  of  June  19,  1874. 

RUSAIA 

.    Treaty  of  Nov.  24,  1886. 

Salvador  . 

.    Treaty  of  June  23,  1881. 

Spain 

.    Treaty  of  June  4,  1878. 

Sweden  &  Norwj 

LY     .     Treaty  of  June  26,  1873. 

Switzerland 

.    Treaty  of  Nov.  26,  1880. 
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Tonga  ♦     .         .        .     Art.  IV.  of  Treaty  of  Nov.  29,  1879, 

„  .         .  and  Protocol  of  July  3,  1882. 

United  States  .  .    Art.  X.  of  Treaty  of  Aug.  9,  1842. 

Ueuguay  .  .    Treaty  of  March  26,  1884. 


Portugal  (India  only)    Art.  XIX.  of  Treaty  of  Dec.  26, 1878, 
„  „      and  Convention  of  Jan.  f^,  1880. 


*  Tongan  Bubjects  escaping  to  British  territory. 
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AUSTRIA. 

Treaty  betwben  Her  Majesty  and  the  Emperor  of  Austria 
FOR  the  Mutual  Surrender  of  Fugitive  Criminals. — 
Signed  at  Vienna,  December  8,  1873. 

RatificationB  exchanged  at  VieDoa,  March  10, 1874.* 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  His  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  Austria, 
King  of  Bohemia,  &c..  Sic,,  &c.,  and  Apostolic  King  of  Hungary, 
having  judged  it  expedient,  with  a  view  to  the  better  adminis- 
tration of  justice  and  to  the  prevention  of  crime  within  the 
two  countries  and  their  jurisdictions,  that  persons  charged  with 
or  convicted  of  the  crimes  hereinafter  enumerated,  and  being 
fugitives  from  justice,  should,  under  certain  circumstances,  be 
reciprocally  delivered  up;  Their  said  Majesties  have  named 
as  their  Plenipotentiaries  to  conclude  a  Treaty  for  this  purpose, 
that  is  to  say : 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  Bight  Honourable  Sir  Andrew 
Buchanan,  a  member  of  Her  Majesty's  Most  Honourable 
Privy  Council,  Knight  Grand  Cross  of  the  Most  Honourable 
Order  of  the  Bath,  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  Extraordinary 
and  Plenipotentiary  to  His  Imperial  and  Boyal  Apostolic 
Majesty ; 

And  His  Imperial  and  Boyal  Apostolic  Majesty,  the  Count 
Julius  Andrassy  of  Csik-Szent-Kir&ly  and  Krasisna  Horka, 
His  Imperial  and  Boyal  Majesty's  Privy  CouncUlor,  Minister 

*  Extradition  Ada  applied  bj  Order  in  Council  from  Maroh  30, 1874. 
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of  the  Imperial  House  and  of  Foreign  Affidrs,  Grand  Cross  of 
the  Order  of  St.  Stephen,  &c. ; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  re- 
spective full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed 
upon  and  concluded  the  following  Articles : — 

Abticle  I. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  engage  to  deliver  up  to  each 
other  those  persons  who,  being  accused  or  convicted  of  a  crime 
committed  in  the  territory  of  the  one  Party,  shall  be  found 
within  the  territory  of  the  other  Party  under  the  circumstances 
and  conditions  stated  in  the  present  Treaty. 

Article  II. 

The  crimes  for  which  the  extradition  is  to  be  granted  are 
the  following : — 

1.  Murder,  or  attempt  to  murder. 

2.  Manslaughter. 

3.  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  uttering  or  bringing 
into  circulation  counterfeit  or  altered  money. 

4.  Forgeiy  or  counterfeiting,  or  altering  or  uttering  what  is 
forged  or  counterfeited  or  altered ;  comprehending  the  crimes 
designated  in  the  Austrian  Penal  Laws  or  in  the  Hungarian 
Penal  Laws  and  Customs  as  counterfeiting  or  falsification  of 
paper  money,  bank  notes,  or  other  securities,  forgery  or  falsifi- 
cation of  other  public  or  private  documents,  likewise  the 
uttering  or  bringing  into  circulation,  or  wilfully  using  such 
counterfeited,  forged,  or  falsified  papers. 

The  definition  is  to  be  determined  accordingly  with  the 
Austrian  Penal  Laws  if  the  extradition  shall  take  place  from 
Austria,  and  accordingly  with  the  Hungarian  Penal  Laws  and 
Customs  if  the  extradition  shall  take  place  from  Hungary. 

5.  Embezzlement  or  larceny. 
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6.  Obtaining  money  or  goods  by  false  pretences. 

7.  Crimes  against  bankruptcy  law:  comprehending  the 
Climes  considered  as  frauds  committed  by  the  bankrupt  in 
connection  with  the  bankruptcy,  according  with  the  Austrian 
Penal  Laws  if  the  extradition  shall  take  place  from  Austria, 
and  with  the  Hungarian  Penal  Laws  if  the  extradition  shall 
take  place  from  Himgary. 

8.  Fraud  by  a  bailee,  banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee,  or 
director  or  member  or  public  officer  of  any  company,  made 
criminal  by  any  law  for  the  time  being  in  force. 

9.  Eape. 

10.  Abduction. 

11.  Child  stealing,  kidnapping,  and  false  imprisonment. 

12.  Burglary  or  housebreaking. 

13.  Arson. 

14.  Bobbery  with  violence  or  with  menaces. 

15.  Threats  by  letter  or  otherwise  with  intent  to  extort. 

16.  Sinking  or  destroying  a  vessel  at  sea,  or  attempting  to 
do  so. 

17.  Assaults  on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas,  with  intent 
to  destroy  life,  or  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm. 

18.  Revolt,  or  conspiracy  to  revolt,  by  two  or  more  persons 
on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas,  against  the  authority  of  the 
master. 

19.  Perjury  or  subornation  of  perjury. 

20.  Malicious  injury  to  property,  if  the  offence  be  indict- 
able. 

The  extradition  is  also  to  take  place  for  participation  in  any 
of  the  aforesaid  crimes,  as  accessory  either  before  or  after  the 
fact,  provided  such  participation  be  punishable  by  the  laws  of 
both  the  Contracting  Parties. 

In  all  these  cases  the  extradition  will  only  take  place  from 
the  Austro-Hungarian  States  when  the  crimes,  if  committed  in 
Austria,  would,   according    to  Austrian    law,    constitute    a 
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'<  Yerbrechen/'  or,  if  committed  in  Hungary,  would,  according 
to  the  laws  and  customs  being  in  force  in  Hungary,  constitute 
a  crime  {"  buntett  *') ;  the  extradition  from  Great  Britain  only 
when  the  crimes,  if  committed  in  England,  or  within  English 
jurisdiction,  would  constitute  an  extradition  crime,  as  described 
in  the  Extradition  Acts  of  1870  and  1873. 

Abticls  III. 

In  no  case  and  on  no  grounds  whatever  shall  the  High 
Contracting  Parties  be  held  to  concede  the  extradition  of  their 
own  subjects. 

Abticle  IV. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if  the  person  claimed 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  the 
person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  Austria- 
Hungary,  has  already  been  tried  and  discharged  or  punished, 
or  is  still  under  trial,  in  the  Austro-Hungarian  dominions,  or 
in  the  United  Kingdom  respectively,  for  the  crime  for  which 
his  extradition  is  demanded. 

If  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  or  if  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  Austria-Hungary,  should  be  under  examination 
for  any  other  crime  in  the  Austro-Hungarian  dominions,  or  in 
the  United  Kingdom  respectively,  his  extradition  shall  be 
deferred  until  the  conclusion  of  the  trial,  and  the  full  execution 
or  any  punishment  awarded  to  him. 

Should  an  individual  whose  extradition  is  demanded  be  at 
litigation,  or  be  detained  in  the  country  on  account  of  private 
obligations,  his  surrender  shall  nevertheless  be  made,  the 
injured  party  retaining  the  right  to  prosecute  his  claims  before 
the  competent  authority. 

Article  V. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if,  with  respect  to  the 
crime  for  which  it  is  demanded,  and  according  to  the  laws  of 
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the  country  applied  to,  criminal  prosecution  and  punishment 
has  lapsed. 

Abticlb  VI. 

A  fugitive  criminal  shall  not  be  surrendered  if  the  offence 
in  respect  of  which  his  surrender  is  demanded  is  one  of  a 
political  character,  or  if  he  prove  that  the  requisition  for  his 
surrender  has,  in  fact,  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  or  punish 
him  for  an  offence  of  a  political  character. 

Article  VII. 

If  an  individual  whose  extradition  is  demanded  by  either  of 
the  High  Contracting  Parties,  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
this  Treaty,  be  also  claimed  by  one  or  several  other  Powers  on 
account  of  other  crimes  committed  on  their  territory,  he  shall 
be  surrendered  to  the  Government  in  whose  territory  his 
gravest  crime  was  committed ;  and  if  his  crimes  are  all  of  the 
same  gravity,  or  a  doubt  exists  as  to  which  is  the  gravest,  to 
the  Government  which  first  made  application  for  his  sur- 
render. 

Abticlb  VIII. 

A  surrendered  person  shall  in  no  case  be  kept  in  arrest  or 
subjected  to  examination  in  the  State  to  which  he  has  been 
surrendered  on  accoimt  of  another  previous  crime,  or  any 
other  grounds  than  those  of  his  surrender,  unless  such  person 
has,  after  his  surrender,  had  an  opportunity  of  returning  to 
the  coimtry  whence  he  was  surrendered,  and  has  not  made  use 
of  this  opportunity,  or  unless  he,  after  having  returned  there, 
reappears  in  the  country  to  which  he  has  already  been  sur- 
rendered. 

This  stipulation  does  not  refer  to  crimes  committed  after 
surrender. 
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Article  IX. 


Bequisitions  for  surrender  shall  be  made  by  the  Diplomatic 
Agents  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties. 

To  the  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  an  accused  person 
there  must  be  attached  a  warrant  issued  by  the  competent 
authorities  of  the  State  which  demands  extradition,  and  such 
proofs  as  would,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  place  where  the 
accused  was  found,  justify  his  arrest  if  the  crime  had  been 
committed  there. 

If  the  requisition  refers  to  a  person  already  convicted,  the 
sentence  passed  by  the  competent  Tribunal  of  State  demanding 
his  surrender  must  be  produced. 

No  requisition  for  surrender  can  be  based  on  a  conviction  in 
contumaciam, 

Abticlb  X. 

If  the  requisition  for  extradition  be  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  stipulations,  the  competent  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  proceed  to  the  arrest  of  the  fugitive. 

The  prisoner  is  then  to  be  brought  before  a  competent 
Magistrate,  who  is  to  examine  him  and  to  conduct  the  pre- 
liminary investigation  of  the  case,  just  as  if  the  apprehension 
had  taken  place  for  a  crime  committed  in  the  same  country. 

Aeticle  XI. 

A  fugitive  criminal  may,  however,  in  urgent  cases  be 
arrested  under  a  warrant  of  a  Police  Magistrate,  Judge  of  the 
Peace,  or  of  any  other  competent  authority  in  either  country, 
on  such  information  or  complaint,  or  such  evidence  as  would, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  person  issuing  the  warrant,  justify  the 
issue  of  a  warrant  if  the  crime  had  been  committed  or  the 
prisoner  convicted  in  the  district  in  which  the  authority 
happens  to  be ;  provided,  however,  that  he  shall  be  discharged 
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if,  within  the  shortest  time  possible,  and  at  the  utmost  within 
fourteen  days,  a  requisition  for  his  surrender  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  Article  IX.  of  this  Treaty  is  not  ipade  by  the 
Diplomatic  Agent  of  the  State  which  demands  his  extradition. 


Abticlb  XII. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  before  the  expiration 
of  fifteen  days  from  the  apprehension,  and  then  only  if  the 
evidence  be  found  sufficient,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  State 
applied  to,  either  to  justify  the  committal  of  the  prisoner  for 
trial,  in  case  the  crime  had  been  committed  in  the  territory  of 
the  said  State,  or  to  prove  that  the  prisoner  is  the  identical 
person  convicted  by  the  Courts  of  the  State  which  makes  the 
requisition. 

Article  XIII. 

In  the  examinations  which  they  have  to  make  in  accordance 
with  the  foregoing  stipulations,  the  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  admit  as  entirely  valid  evidence  the  sworn 
depositions  or  statements  of  witnesses  taken  in  the  other 
State,  or  copies  thereof,  and  likewise  the  warrants  and  sen- 
tences issued  therein,  provided  such  documents  are  signed  or 
certified  by  a  Judge,  Magistrate,  or  Officer  of  such  State,  and 
are  authenticated  by  the  oath  of  some  witness,  or  by  being 
sealed  with  the  official  seal  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  or  some 
other  Minister  of  State. 

Article  XIV. 

If  sufficient  evidence  for  the  extradition  be  not  produced 
within  two  months  from  the  date  of  the  apprehension  of  the 
fugitive,  he  shall  be  set  at  liberty. 
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Article  XV, 

All  articles  seized,  which  were  in  the  possession  of  the 
person  to  be  surrendered  at  the  time  of  his  apprehension, 
shall,  if  the  competent  authority  of  the  State  applied  to  for 
extradition  has  ordered  the  delivery  thereof,  be  given  up  when 
the  extradition  takes  place ;  and  this  delivery  shall  extend  not 
only  to  property  of  the  accused,  and  to  the  stolen  articles,  but 
also  to  everything  which  may  serve  as  a  proof  of  the  crime. 
If  the  extradition  cannot  be  carried  out  in  consequence  of  the 
flight  or  death  of  the  individual  who  is  claimed,  the  delivery 
of  the  above-mentioned  objects  shall  take  place  nevertheless. 

Abticle  XVI. 

Each  of  the  Contracting  Parties  shall  defray  the  expenses 
occasioned  by  the  arrest  within  its  territories,  the  detention, 
and  the  conveyance  to  its  frontier,  of  the  persons  to  be 
surrendered,  in  pursuance  of  this  Treaty. 

Abticle  XVII. 

The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  be  applicable 
to  the  Colonies  and  foreign  possessions  of  Her  Britannic 
Majesty. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  refuge  in  any  of  such  Colonies  or  foreign  possessions 
shall  be  made  to  the  Governor  or  chief  authority  of  such 
Colony  or  possession  by  the  chief  Consular  Officer  of  Austria- 
Himgary  in  such  Colony  or  possession. 

Such  requisitions  may  be  disposed  of,  subject  always,  as 
nearly  as  may  be,  to  the  provisions  of  this  Treaty,  by  the  said 
Grovernor  or  chief  authority,  who,  however,  shall  be  at  liberty 
either  to  grant  the  surrender,  or  to  refer  the  matter  to  his 
€k)vemment. 
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Her  Britannic  Majesty  shall,  howeyer,  be  at  liberty  to 
make  special  arrangements  in  the  British  Colonies  and  foreign 
possessions  for  the  surrender  of  Austro-Hungarian  criminals, 
who  may  take  refuge  within  such  Colonies  and  foreign  posses- 
sions, on  the  basis  as  nearly  as  may  be,  of  the  provisions  of  the 
present  Treaty. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal 
from  any  Colony  or  foreign  possession  of  Her  Britannic 
Majesty  shall  be  governed  by  the  rules  laid  down  in  the 
preceding  Articles  of  the  present  Treaty. 

Abticlb  XVIIl. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  come  into  force  ten  days  after  its 
publication,  in  conformity  with  the  forms  prescribed  by  the 
laws  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties.  It  may  be  terminated 
by  either  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties,  but  shall  remain 
in  force  for  six  months  after  notice  has  been  given  for  its  ter- 
mination. 

The  Treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratifications  shall  be 
exchanged  at  Vienna  as  soon  as  possible. 

In  witness  whereof,  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seal  of  their 
arms. 

Done  at  Vienna,  the  3rd  day  of  December,  in  the  year  of 
Our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-tliree. 

(L.S.)        Andrew  Buchanan. 
(L.S.)        Andrasst. 
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BELGIUM. 

TeBATY  )  BETWEEN     HeB     MaJESTY     AND     THE     KiKG     OF    THE 

Belgians,  for   the  Mutual  Surrender  of  Fuornvs 
Criminals. — Signed  at  Brussels,  May  20,  1876. 

Ratifications  exchanged  at  Brasaels,  June  28, 1876.* 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britian  and  Ireland,  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Belgians, 
having  judged  it  expedient,  with  a  view  to  the  more  complete 
prevention  of  crime  within  their  respective  territories,  that 
persons  charged  with  or  convicted  of  the  crimes  hereinafter 
enumerated,  and  being  fugitives  from  the  justice  of  their 
country,  should,  under  certain  circumstances,  be  reciprocally 
delivered  up ;  Their  said  Majesties  have  named  as  their  Pleni- 
potentiaries to  conclude  a  Treaty  for  this  purpose,  that  is 
to  say : — 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  John  Savile  Lumley,  Esquire,  Companion 
of  the  Most  Honourable  Order  of  the  Bath,  Her  Envoy  Extra- 
ordinary and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  His  Majesty  the 
King  of  the  Belgians ; 

And  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Belgians,  the  Count 
d'Aspremont-Lynden,  Officer  of  His  Order  of  Leopold,  Com- 
mander of  the  Order  of  the  Ernestine  Branch  of  the  House  of 
Saxony,  Grand  Cross  of  the  Orders  of  Leopold  of  Austria,  of 
the  Legion  of  Honour,  of  the  Lion  of  the  Netherlands,  and  of 
the  White  Eagle  of  Russia,  <S^.,  &c.,  Member  of  the  Senate, 
His  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs ; 

*  Extradition  Acts  applied  by  Order  in  Council  from  August  4,  1876. 
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Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  re- 
spective full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed 
upon  the  following  Articles  : — 


Article  I. 

It  is  agreed  that  Her  Britannic  Majesty  and  His  Majesty 
the  King  of  the  Belgians  shall,  on  requisition  made  in  their 
name  by  their  respective  Diplomatic  Agents,  deliver  up  to  each 
other  reciprocally,  any  persons,  ^[except  as  regards  Great  Bri- 
tain, native  bom  and  naturalized  subjects  of  Her  Britannic 
Majesty,  and,  except  as  regards  Belgium,  those  who  are  by  birth 
or  who  may  have  become  citizens  of  Belgium,]  who  being 
accused  or  convicted  as  principals  or  accessories,  of  any  of  the 
crimes  hereinafter  specified,  committed  within  the  territories  of 
the  requiring  party,  shall  be  found  within  the  territories  of  the 
other  party. 

1.  Murder  (including  assassination,  parricide,  infanticide, 
and  poisoning),  or  attempt  to  murder. 

2.  Manslaughter. 

8.  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  or  uttering  counterfeit 
or  altered  money. 

4.  Forgery,  counterfeiting,  or  altering  or  uttering  what  is 
forged  or  counterfeited  or  altered. 

5.  Embezzlement  or  larceny. 

6.  Obtaining  money  or  goods  by  false  pretences. 

7.  Crimes  by  bankrupts  against  bankruptcy  law. 

8.  Fraud  by  a  bailee,  banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee,  or  director 
or  member  or  public  officer  of  any  company,  made  criminal  by 
any  law  for  the  time  being  in  force. 

9.  Kape :  Carnal  knowledge  of  a  girl  under  the  age  of  ten 
years ;  carnal  knowledge  of  a  girl  above  the  age  of  ten  years 

•  See  the  Declaration  of  April  21, 1887,jpo»f,  p.  Iri. 
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and  under  the  age  of  twelve  years ;  indecent  assault  upon  any 
female  or  any  attempt  to  have  carnal  knowledge  of  a  girl  under 
twelve  years  of  age. 

10.  Abduction. 

11.  Child  stealing. 

12.  Kidnapping. 

13.  Burglaiy  or  housebreaking. 

14.  Arson. 

15.  Robbeiy  with  violence  (including  intimidation). 

Id.  Threats  by  letter  or  otherwise  with  intent  to  extort. 

17.  Piracy  by  law  of  nations. 

18.  Sinking  or  destrojring  a  vessel  at  sea,  or  attempting  or 
conspiring  to  do  so. 

19.  Assaults  on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  with  intent  to 
destroy  life  or  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm. 

20.  Revolt  or  conspiracy  to  revolt  by  two  or  more  persons  on 
board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  agauist  the  authority  of  the 
master. 

21.  Perjury  and  subornation  of  perjury. 

22.  Malicious  injury  to  property,  if  the  offence  be  indictable. 

23.  Aggravated  or  indecent  assault. 

Provided  that  the  surrender  shall  be  made  only  when  in  the 
case  of  a  person  accused,  the  commission  of  the  crime  shall  be 
so  established  as  that  the  laws  of  the  country  where  the  fugitive 
or  person  accused  shall  be  found  would  justify  his  apprehension 
and  commitment  for  trial  if  the  crime  had  been  there  com- 
mitted; and  in  the  case  of  a  person  alleged  to  have  been 
convicted,  on  such  evidence  as,  according  to  the  laws  of  the 
country  where  he  is  found,  would  prove  that  he  had  been 
convicted. 

In  no  case  can  the  surrender  be  made  unless  the  crime  shall 
be  punishable  according  to  the  laws  in  force  in  both  ooimtries 
with  regard  to  extradition. 
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Article  II. 

In  the  dominions  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  other  than  the 
Colonies  or  Foreign  Possessions  of  Her  Majesty,  the  manner 
of  proceeding  shall  be  as  follows  : — 

I.  In  the  case  of  a  person  accused — 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  shall  be  made  to  Her  Britan- 
nic Majesty's  Principal  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs 
by  the  Minister  or  other  Diplomatic  Agent  of  His  Majesty  the 
King  of  the  Belgians,  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of  arrest  or 
other  equivalent  judicial  document  issued  by  a  Judge  or  Magis- 
trate duly  authorized  to  take  cognizance  of  the  acts  charged 
against  the  accused  in  Belgium,  together  with  duly  authenti- 
cated depositions  or  statements  taken  on  oath  or  upon  solemn 
affirmation  before  such  Judge  or  Magistrate,  clearly  setting 
forth  the  said  acts,  and  containing  a  description  of  the  person 
claimed,  and  any  particulars  that  may  serve  to  identify  him.  The 
said  Secretary  of  State  shall  transmit  such  documents  to  Her 
Britannic  Majesty's  Principal  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  who  shall  then,  by  order  under  his  hand  and  seal, 
signify  to  some  Police  Magistrate  in  London  that  such  requisi- 
tion has  been  made,  and  require  him,  if  there  be  due  cause, 
to  issue  his  warrant  for  the  apprehension  of  the  fugitive. 

On  the  receipt  of  such  order  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  on  the  production  of  such  evidence  as  would,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Magistrate,  justify  the  issue  of  the  warrant  if  the  crime 
had  been  committed  in  the  United  Kingdom,  he  shall  issue  his 
warrant  accordingly. 

When  the  fugitive  shall  have  been  apprehended  he  shall  be 
brought  before  the  Police  Magistrate  who  issued  the  warrant, 
or  some  other  Police  Magistrate  in  London.  If  the  evidence  to 
be  then  produced  shall  be  such  as  to  justify,  according  to  the 
law  of  England,  the  committal  for  trial  of  the  prisoner,  if  the 
crime  of  which  he  is  accused  had  been  committed  in  England, 
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the  Police  Magistrate  shall  commit  him  to  prison  to  await  the 
warrant  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  his  surrender,  sending 
immediately  to  the  Secretary  of  State  a  certificate  of  the  com- 
mittal and  a  report  upon  the  case. 

After  the  expiration  of  a  period  from  the  committal  of  th& 
prisoner,  which  shall  never  be  less  than  fifteen  days,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall,  by  order  under  his  hand  and  seal,  order  the 
f  ugutive  criminal  to  be  surrendered  to  such  person  as  may  be 
duly  authorized  to  receive  him  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Belgians. 

II.  In  the  case  of  a  person  convicted — 

The  course  of  proceedings  shall  be  the  same  as  in  the  case  of 
a  person  accused,  except  that  the  warrant  to  be  transmitted  by 
the  Minister  or  other  Diplomatic  Agent  in  support  of  his  requi- 
sition shall  clearly  set  forth  the  crime  of  which  the  person 
claimed  has  been  convicted,  and  state  the  fact,  place,  and  date  of 
his  conviction.  The  evidence  to  be  produced  before  the  Police 
Magistrate  shall  be  such  as  would,  according  to  the  law  of 
England,  prove  that  the  prisoner  was  convicted  of  the  crime 
charged. 

After  the  Police  Magistrate  shall  have  conunitted  the  accused 
or  convicted  person  to  prison  to  await  the  order  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  his  surrender,  such  person  shall  have  the  right 
to  apply  for  a  writ  of  hahecbs  corpus  ;  if  he  should  so  apply,  his 
surrender  must  be  deferred  until  after  the  decision  of  the 
Court  upon  the  return  to  the  writ,  and  even  then  can  only 
take  place  if  the  decision  is  adverse  to  the  applicant. 

Article  III. 

In  the  dominions  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Belgians,, 
other  than  the  Colonies  or  Foreign  Possessions  of  His  said 
Majesty,  the  manner  of  proceeding  shall  be  as  follows : — 

I.  In  the  case  of  a  person  accused — 

The  requisition  for  surrender  shall  be  made  to  the  Minister 
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for  Foreign  Affiurs  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Belgians 
by  the  Minister  or  other  Diplomatic  Agent  of  Her  Britannic 
Majesty,  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of  arrest  or  other  equivalent 
judicial  document  issued  by  a  Judge  or  Magistrate  duly  autho- 
rized to  take  cognizance  of  the  acts  charged  against  the  accused 
in  Great  Britain,  together  with  duly  authenticated  depositions 
or  statements  taken  on  oath  or  upon  solemn  affirmation  before 
such  Judge  or  Magistrate,  clearly  setting  forth  the  said  acts 
and  containing  a  dwcription  of  the  person  claimed,  and  any 
other  particulars  which  may  serve  to  identify  him. 

The  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  shall  transmit  the  warrant 
of  arrest,  with  the  documents  thereto  annexed,  to  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  who  shall  forward  the  same  to  the  proper  judicial 
authority,  in  order  that  the  warrant  of  arrest  may  be  put  in 
course  of  execution  by  the  Chamber  of  the  Council  {Chambre 
du  Conaeil)  of  the  Court  of  First  Instance  of  the  place  of  resi- 
dence of  the  accused,  or  of  the  place  where  he  may  be  found. 

The  foreigner  may  claim  to  be  provisionally  set  at  liberty  in 
any  case  in  which  a  Belgian  enjoys  that  right,  and  under  the 
same  conditions.  The  application  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Chamber  of  the  Council  {Chambre  du  Conseil). 

The  Government  will  take  the  opinion  of  the  Chamber  of 
Indictments  or  Investigation  {Cha/mbre  des  Mises  en  Acctuor 
tion)  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  within  whose  jurisdiction  the 
foreigner  shall  have  been  arrested. 

The  hearing  of  the  case  shall  be  public,  unless  the  foreigner 
should  demand  that  it  should  be  with  closed  doors. 

The  public  authorities  and  the  foreigner  shall  be  heard.  The 
latter  may  obtain  the  assistance  of  Counsel. 

Within  a  fortnight  from  the  receipt  of  the  documents,  they 
shall  be  returned,  with  a  reasoned  opinion,  to  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  who  shall  decide  and  may  order  that  the  accused  be 
delivered  to  the  person  duly  authorized  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty. 
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II.  In  case  of  a  person  convicted — 

The  course  of  proceeding  shall  be  the  same  as  in  the  case  of 
a  person  accused,  except  that  the  conviction  or  sentence  of 
condemnation  issued  in  original  or  in  an  authenticated  copy, 
to  be  transmitted  by  the  Minister  or  other  Diplomatic  Agent 
in  support  of  his  requisition,  shall  clearly  set  forth  the  crime 
of  which  the  person  claimed  has  been  convicted,  and  state  the 
fact,  place,  and  date  of  his  conviction.  The  evidence  to  be 
produced  shall  be  such  as  would,  according  to  the  Belgian 
laws,  prove  that  the  prisoner  was  convicted  of  the  crime 
charged. 

Abticle  IV. 

A  fugitive  criminal  may,  however,  be  apprehended  under  a 
warrant  issued  by  any  Police  Magistrate,  Justice  of  the  Peace, 
or  other  competent  authority  in  either  country,  on  such  in- 
formation or  complaint,  and  such  evidence,  or  after  such  pro- 
ceedings as  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  pei'son  issuing  the 
warrant,  justify  the  issue  of  a  warrant,  if  the  crime  had  been 
committed  or  the  prisoner  convicted  in  that  part  of  the 
dominions  of  the  two  Contracting  Parties  in  which  he  exercises 
jurisdiction :  Provided,  however,  that,  in  the  United  King- 
dom, the  accused  shall,  in  such  case,  be  sent  as  speedily  as 
possible  before  a  Police  Magistrate  in  London.  He  shall  be 
discharged,  as  well  in  the  United  Kingdom  as  in  Belgium, 
if  within  fourteen  days  a  requisition  shall  not  have  been  made 
for  his  surrender  by  the  Diplomatic  Agent  of  his  country, 
in  the  manner  directed  by  Articles  II.  and  III.  of  this 
Treaty. 

The  same  rule  shall  apply  to  the  cases  of  persons  accused 
or  convicted  of  any  of  the  crimes  specified  in  this  Treaty,  com- 
mitted on  the  high  seas  on  board  any  vessel  of  either  country 
which  may  come  into  a  port  of  the  other« 
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Article  V. 

If  the  fugitive  criminal  who  has  been  committed  to  prison 
be  not  surrendered  and  conveyed  away  within  two  months 
after  such  committal  (or  within  two  months  after  the  decision 
of  the  Court  upon  the  return  to  a  writ  of  hubeas  corpus  in  the 
United  Kingdom),  he  shall  be  discharged  from  custody^  unless 
sufficient  cause  be  shown  to  the  contrary. 

Abticle  VI. 

When  any  person  shall  have  been  surrendered  by  either  of 
the  High  Contracting  Parties  to  the  other,  such  person  shall 
not,  until  he  has  been  restored  or  had  an  opportunity  of  re- 
turning to  the  country  from  whence  he  was  surrendered,  be 
triable  or  tried  for  any  offence  committed  in  the  other  country 
prior  to  the  surrender,  other  than  the  particular  offence  on 
account  of  which  he  was  surrendered. 

Article  VII. 

No  accused  or  convicted  person  shall  be  surrendered,  if  the 
offence  in  respect  of  which  his  surrender  is  demanded  shall  be 
deemed  by  the  party  upon  which  it  is  made  to  be  a  political 
offence,  or  to  be  an  act  connected  with  (conneoce  d)  such  an 
offence,  or  if  he  prove,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Police  Magis- 
trate, or  of  the  Court  before  which  he  is  brought  on  habecu 
carpus,  or  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  that  the  requisition  for  his 
surrender  has  in  fact  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  or  to  punish 
him  for  an  offence  of  a  political  character. 

Article  VIII. 

Warrants,  depositions,  or  statements  on  oath,  issued  or 
taken  in  the  dominions  of  either  of  the  two  High  Contracting 
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Parties,  and  copies  thereof,  and  certificates  of  or  judicial  docu- 
ments stating  the  fact  of  conviction,  shall  be  received  in 
evidence  in  proceedings  in  the  dominions  of  the  other,  if  pur- 
porting to  be  signed  or  certified  by  a  Judge,  Magistrate,  or 
officer  of  the  country  where  they  were  issued  or  taken. 

Provided  such  warrants,  depositions,  statements,  copies, 
certificates,  and  judicial  documents  are  authenticated  by  the 
oath  or  solemn  affirmation  of  some  witness,  or  by  being  sealed 
with  the  official  seal  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  or  some  other 
Minister  of  State. 

Article  IX. 

The  surrender  shall  not  take  place  if,  since  the  commission 
of  the  acts  charged,  the  accusation,  or  the  conviction,  exemption 
from  prosecution  or  punishment  has  been  acquired  by  lapse  of 
time,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  country  where  the  accused 
shall  have  taken  refuge. 

Abticle  X. 

If  the  individual  claimed  by  one  of  the  two  High  Contract- 
ing Parties  in  pursuance  of  the  present  Treaty  should  be  also 
claimed  by  one  or  several  other  Powers,  on  account  of  other 
crimes  committed  upon  their  respective  territories,  his  surrender 
shall  be  granted  to  that  State  whose  demand  is  earliest  in  date ; 
unless  any  other  arrangements  should  be  made  between  the 
Governments  which  have  claimed  him,  either  on  account  of  the 
gravity  of  the  crimes  committed,  or  for  any  other  reasons. 

Article  XI. 

If  the  individual  claimed  should  be  under  prosecution,  or 
condemned  by  the  Courts  of  the  country  where  he  has  taken 
refuge,  his  surrender  may  be  deferred  until  he  shall  have  been 
set  at  liberty  in  due  coiirse  of  law, 
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In  case  he  should  be  proceeded  against  or  detained  in  such 
country,  on  account  of  obligations  contracted  towards  private 
individuals,  his  surrender  shall  nevertheless  take  place,  the 
injured  party  retaining  his  right  to  prosecute  his  claims  before 
the  competent  authority. 

Article  XII. 

£very  article  found  in  the  possession  of  the  individual 
claimed  at  the  time  of  his  arrest  shall,  if  the  competent  autho- 
rity so  decide,  be  seized,  in  order  to  be  delivered  up  with  his 
person  at  the  time  when  the  surrender  shall  be  made.  Such 
delivery  shall  not  be  limited  to  the  property  or  articles  obtained 
by  stealing  or  by  fraudulent  bankruptcy,  but  shall  extend  to 
ever3rthing  that  may  serve  as  proof  of  the  crime.  It  shall 
take  place  even  when  the  surrender,  after  having  been  ordered, 
shall  be  prevented  from  taking  place  by  reason  of  the  escape  or 
death  of  the  individual  claimed. 

The  rights  of  third  parties  with  regard  to  the  said  property 
or  articles  are  nevertheless  reserved. 

AaTiCLE  XIII. 

Each  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  shall  defray  the 
expenses  occasioned  by  the  arrest  within  its  territories,  the 
detention,  and  the  conveyance  to  its  frontier,  of  the  persons 
whom  it  may  consent  to  surrender  in  pursuance  of  the  present 
Treaty. 

Abticlb  XIV. 

The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  be  applicable  to 
the  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions  of  the  two  High  Con- 
tracting Parties. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  i*efuge  in  a  Colony  or  foreign  Possession  of  either 
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Party,  shall  be  made  to  the  Governor  or  Chief  Authority  of 
such  Colony  or  Possession  by  the  Chief  Consular  Officer  of  the 
other  in  such  Colony  or  Possession ;  or,  if  the  fugitive  has 
escaped  from  a  Colony  or  foreign  Possession  of  the  Party  on 
whose  behalf  the  requisition  is  made,  by  the  Governor  or  Chief 
Authority  of  such  Colony  or  Possession. 

Such  requisition  may  be  disposed  of,  subject  always,  as  nearly 
as  may  be,  to  the  provisions  of  this  Treaty,  by  the  respective 
Governors  or  Chief  Authorities,  who,  however,  shall  be  at 
liberty  either  to  grant  the  surrender,  or  to  refer  the  matter  to 
their  Government. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  shall,  however,  be  at  liberty  to  make 
special  arrangements  in  the  British  Colonies  and  foreign  Pos- 
sessions for  the  surrender  of  Belgian  criminals  who  may  there 
take  refuge,  on  the  basis,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  of  the  provisions 
of  the  present  Treaty. 

Article  XV. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  come  into  operation  ten  days  after 
its  publication  in  conformity  with  the  laws  of  the  respective 
countries. 

After  the  Treaty  shall  so  have  been  brought  into  operation, 
the  Treaty  concluded  between  the  High  Contracting  Parties  on 
the  31st  July,  1872,  shall  be  considered  as  cancelled,  except  as 
to  any  proceeding  that  may  have  already  been  taken  or  com- 
menced in  virtue  thereof. 

Either  party  may  at  any  time  terminate  the  Treaty  on 
giving  to  the  other  six  months'  notice  of  its  intention. 

Article  XVI. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  Batifications 
shall  be  exchanged  at  Brussels  as  soon  as  may  be  within  six 
Weeks  fix>m  the  date  of  signature. 
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In  witness  whereof,  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seals  of  their 
arms. 

Done  at  Brussels,  the  twentieth  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of 
Our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-six. 

(L.S.)        J.  Savile  Lxthley. 

(L.S.)  CtB.   D'AfiPREMONT-LTKBEN. 


{    Hv     ) 


BELGIUM. 

Declaration  between  the  British  and   Belgian  Govern- 
ments EXTENDING  THE  EXTRADITION  TREATY  OF  MaY  20, 

1876,  TO  CERTAIN  ADDITIONAL  CRIMES. — St^ed  at  London^ 
July  23,  1877.* 

The  Government  of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  TTnited 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  the  Government 
of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Belgians,  having  judged  it  ex- 
pedient, with  the  view  to  the  mora  complete  prevention  of  crime 
within  their  respective  territories,  that  persons  charged  with  or 
convicted  of  certain  crimes  in  addition  to  those  enumerated  in 
Article  I.  of  the  Treaty  between  Great  Britain  and  Belgium  for 
the  mutual  surrender  of  fugitive  criminals,  of  the  20th  of  May, 
1876,  shall,  under  the  provisions  of  that  Treaty,  be  reciprocally 
delivered  up,  have  agreed  as  follows : — 

Persons  charged  as  principals  or  accessories  with  or  convicted 
of  the  undermentioned  crimes  committed  in  the  territories  of 
the  one  Party  and  who  shall  be  found  within  the  territories  of 
the  other  Party,  shall  be  reciprocally  delivered  up  to  each  other 
under  the  circumstances  and  conditions  stated  in  the  Treaty 
between  Great  Britain  and  Belgium  for  the  mutual  surrender 
of  fugitive  criminals,  of  the  20th  of  May,  1876  : — 

1.  Administering  drugs  or  using  instruments  with  intent  to 
procure  the  miscarriage  of  women. 

2.  Bigamy. 

3.  Abandoning  children,  exposing  or  unlawfully  detaining 
them. 

*  Extradition  Acts  applied  by  Order  in  Council  from  Aug.  27,  1877* 
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4.  Any  malicious  act  done  with  intent  to  endanger  persons 
in  a  railway  train. 

5.  Eeceiving  any  chattel,  money,  valuable  security,  or  other 
property,  knowing  the  same  to  have  been  embezzled,  stolen,  or 
feloniously  obtained. 

The  provisions  of  the  present  Declaration  shall  come  into 
force  ten  days  after  its  publication,  in  conformity  with  the 
forms  prescribed  by  the  laws  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties. 

In  witness  whereof  the  undersigned  have  signed  the  present 
Declaration,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seals  of  their  arms. 

Done  at  London,  in  duplicate,  the  23rd  day  of  July,  1877. 

(L.S.)        Debby. 

(L  S.)  SOLVYNS. 


(     Ivi      ) 


BELGIUM. 

Declaration  between  the  British  and  Belgian  Govern- 
ments   FOR    AMENDING    ARTICLE   I.  OF    THE   EXTRADITION 

Treaty  of  Mat  20,  lS76.—Signed  at  London,  April  21, 
1887* 

The  Government  of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  Empress  of  India, 
and  the  Government  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Belgians, 
being  desirous  to  provide  for  the  more  effectual  repression 
of  crimes  and  offences  in  their  respective  territories,  have 
agreed  as  follows : — 

Article  I. 

The  words  **  except  as  regards  Great  Britain,  native-bom  or 
naturalized  subjects  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  and  except  as 
regards  Belgium,  those  who  are  by  birth,  or  who  may  have 
become  citizens  of  Belgium,"  which  occur  in  Article  I.  of  the 
Extradition  Treaty  of  the  20th  May,  1876,  are  suppressed. 

Article  II. 

The  following  paragraph  is  added  to  Article  I.  of  the  said 
Treaty  :— 

"In  no  case,  nor  on  any  consideration  whatever,  shall  the 
High  Contracting  Parties  be  bound  to  surrender  then:  own 
subjects,  whether  by  birth  or  naturalization.*' 

*  Extradition  Acts  applied  by  Order  in  Council  from  May  30,  1887. 
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A&TICLE  III. 

The  present  Declaration  shall  come  into  force  ten  dsLys  after 
its  publication  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law  in  the  re- 
spective countries. 

In  witness  whereof  the  undersigned  have  signed  the  same, 
and  have  afiixed  thereto  the  seal  of  their  arms. 

Done  at  London,  the  21st  day  of  April,  1887. 

(L.S.)        Salisbubt. 

(L.S.)  SOLVYNS. 


(     Iviii     ) 


BRAZIL. 

Treaty  between  Her  Majesty  and  the  Empebob  of  Bbazil 
FOB  THE  Mutual  Surbendeb  of  Fugitive  Cbiminals. — 
Signed  at  Bio  de  Janeiro^  Novenvber  13,  1872. 

Batifications  exchanged  at  Rio  de  Janeiro,  August  28, 1873.* 

Heb  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  his  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  Brazil, 
having  judged  it  expedient,  with  a  view  to  the  better  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  and  to  the  prevention  of  crime  within  their 
respective  territories  and  jurisdictions,  that  persons  accused,  or 
convicted,  of  the  crimes  hereinafter  enumerated,  being  fugitives 
from  justice,  should  under  certain  circumstances  be  recipro- 
cally delivered  up,  have  resolved  to  name  their  Plenipoten- 
taries  for  the  celebration  of  a  Treaty  for  this  purpose,  that  is 
to  say : 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  George  Buckley  Mathew,  Esquire,  Com*^ 
panion  of  the  Most  Honourable  Order  of  the  Bath,  Her  Envoy 
Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  Ilis  Majesty 
the  Emperor  of  Brazil ; 

And  His  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  Brazil,  the  Marquis  of 
S.  Vicente,  a  Counsellor  of  State,  Dignitary  of  the  Order  of 
the  Hose,  Senator  and  Grandee  of  the  Empire ; 

Who,  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  respective 
full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed  upon 
and  concluded  the  following  Articles: — 

*  Extradition  Acts  applied  by  Order  in  Council  from  Dec.  1, 1873. 
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Article  I. 

The  High  Contracjting  Parties  engage  to  deliver  up,  recipro- 
cally, those  persons  who,  being  accused  or  convicted  of  having 
committed  crime  in  the  territory  of  the  one  Party,  shall  be 
found  within  the  territory  of  the  other,  under  the  circum- 
stances and  conditions  that  are  laid  down  in  the  present 
Treaty. 

Articlb  II. 

The  crimes  for  which  the  extradition  shall  be  granted  are 
the  following  :^ 

1.  Murder,  or  attempt  to  murder. 

2.  Manslaughter. 

d.  Illegal  fabrication,  counterfeiting,  or  falsification,  uttering 
or  bringing  into  circulation  counterfeit  or  falsified  money. 

4.  Forgery^  or  imitation,  counterfeiting  or  falsification,  of 
any  document  or  paper,  comprising  the  crimes  designated  in 
the  criminal  code  of  Brazil  as  imitation,  counterfeiting,  or 
falsification  of  paper  money,  notes  of  banks,  or  other  securities 
public  or  private,  as  well  as  the  intentional  use  or  the  bringing 
into  circulation  of  any  papers  imitated,  counterfeited  or 
falsified. 

5.  The  purloining,  or  embezzlement,  of  moneys  or  effects, 
public  or  private,  by  abuse  of  confidence. 

6.  Frauds,  or  false  or  fraudulent  pretences,  to  obtain 
moneys  or  effects  from  another. 

7.  Bankruptcies  subject  to  criminal  prosecution,  according 
to  the  laws  applicable  thereunto. 

8.  Malversation,  or  fraud,  committed  by  a  bailee,  banker, 
agent,  factor,  trustee,  or  director,  or  member,  or  officer,  of  any 
Company,  made  criminal  by  any  law  in  force. 

d.  Eape,  by  force  or  threats. 
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10.  Abduction. 

11.  Child-stealing. 

12.  Houfiebreaking,  with  intent  to  steal,  or  to  commit^other 
crimes. 

13.  Crimes  resulting  from  the  act  of  wilfully  setting  fire  to 
a  house,  or  to  buildings  connected  therewith,  to  the  prejudice 
of  another. 

14.  Robbery  with  violence. 

15.  Piracy  according  to  the  law  of  nations. 

1 6.  Sinking  or  destroying  a  vessel  on  the  high  seas,  or  the 
attempt  to  perpetrate  such  acts. 

17.  Crimes  arising  from  assault  on  board  a  ship  on  the  high 
seas,  with  intent  to  cause  death,  or  grievous  bodily  injuries. 

18.  Crimes  arising  from  the  revolt  of  two  or  more  persons 
on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas,  against  the  authority  of  the 
captain. 

19.  Extradition  will  also  take  place  for  participation  in  any 
of  the  above-named  crimes,  provided  that  such  participation 
shall  be  punishable  by  the  laws  of  both  the  States  of  the  High 
Contracting  Powers. 

Article  III. 

No  British  subject  shall  be  delivered  up  by  the  Government 
or  authorities  of  the  United  Kingdom  to  the  Government  or 
authorities  of  the  Empire;  and  in  like  manner  no  Brazilian 
subject  shall  be  delivered  up  by  the  Government  or  authorities 
of  the  Empire  to  the  Government  or  authorities  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

If,  however,  the  person  who  has  taken  refuge  in  the  territory 
of  the  other  High  Contracting  Party  shall  have  become 
naturalized  there  after  the  perpetration  of  the  crime,  such 
naturalization  shall  not  be  an  obstacle  to  his  eictradition 
according  to  the  stipulations  of  this  Treaty. 
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Article  IV. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place'  if  the  person  claimed 
has  already  been  tried  and  acquitted,  or  punished,  or  if  he  is 
under  trial,  for  the  same  crime  for  which  extradition  is  asked. 
If  he  should  be  under  trial  for  any  other  crime,  his  extradition 
shall  be  deferred  imtil  the  conclusion  of  the  trial,  and  the 
fulfilment  of  the  punishment,  when  such  may  have  been 
awarded. 

Article  V. 

The  extradition  shall  also  not  take  place  if,  after  the  per- 
petration of  the  crime,  or  the  institution  of  the  penal  prosecu- 
tion, or  the  conviction  thereon,  the  refugee  shall  have  acquired 
exemption  from  prosecution,  or  punishment,  by  lapse  of  time, 
according  to  the  laws  of  the  State  appealed  to. 

Article  VI. 

The  person  claimed  shall  not  be  delivered  up  for  crimes  of  a 
political  character,  and  when  he  shall  have  been  delivered  up 
on  other  grounds  he  shall  not  be  punished  for  anterior  political 
crimes.  He  shall  not,  moreover,  be  delivered  up  if  he  can 
clearly  prove  that  the  requisition  is  made  with  the  object  of 
trying  him,  or  of  punishing  him,  for  a  political  crime. 

Article  VII, 

A  person  surrendered  cannot  be  kept  in  prison,  or  brought 
to  trial,  in  the  State  to  which  the  surrender  is  made,  for  any 
other  crime,  or  on  account  of  any  other  matters,  than  those 
for  which  the  extradition  has  been  granted.  This  statement  is 
not  applicable  to  crimes  committed  after  the  extradition. 
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Abticlb  VIII. 

If  the  person  whose  extradition  is  demanded  by  one  of  the 
High  Contracting  Parties  shall  be  also  claimed  by  one  or  more 
other  Grovemments,  on  account  of  crimes  committed  in  their 
respective  territories,  the  following  rule  shall  be  observed : 

If  he  shall  be  a  subject  of  the  High  Contracting  Party  who 
claims  him,  the  surrender  shall  be  made  to  it.  If  he  be  not 
80,  the  other  High  Contracting  Party  shall  have  the  power  of 
delivering  him  up  to  the  reclaiming  Government  which  in  the 
case  in  question  may  appear  to  the  former  best  entitled  to  the 
preference. 

Article  IX. 

A  requisition  for  extradition  shall  be  made  through  the 
respective  Diplomatic  Agents  of  the  High  Contracting  Powers. 

When  it  relates  to  a  person  accused  only,  it  must  be  accom- 
panied by  the  warrant  of  arrest,  issued  by  the  competent 
authority  of  the  State  appljring  for  it,  and  by  such  evidence  as, 
according  to  the  laws  of  the  place  where  the  accused  is  found, 
would  justify  the  arrest  if  the  crime  was  there  committed. 

If  the  extradition  refers  to  a  person  already  convicted,  the 
application  must  be  accompanied  by  a  copy  of  the  sentence  of 
condemnation,  passed  against  him,  given  by  a  competent 
Tribunal  of  the  State  making  the  requisition. 

The  requisition  cannot,  however,  be  founded  on  a  sentence 
passed  in  contumaciam,  that  is  to  say,  when  the  delinquent 
has  not  been  personally  cited  to  defend  himself. 

Abticlb  X. 

If  the  requisition  has  been  in  conformity  with  the  foregoing 
stipulations^  the  competent  authoritxes  of  the  State  to  which  it 
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has  been  addressed  shall  proceed  to  the  capture  of  the  refugee. 
The  prisoner  shall  be  brought  before  a  competent  authority, 
who  is  to  examine  him  and  conduct  the  preliminary  investiga- 
tions of  the  case  just  as  if  the  apprehension  had  taken  place 
for  crime  committed  in  the  same  country. 

Abticlb  XI. 

The  extradition  shall  in  no  case  take  place  before  the  ex- 
piration of  fifteen  days  counted  from  the  apprehension,  and 
after  that  delay  it  shall  only  be  carried  out  when  the  evidence 
has  been  found  sufficient  according  to  the  laws  of  the  countiy 
applied  to,  either  for  subjecting  the  prisoner  to  trial  if  the 
crime  had  been  there  committed,  or  to  prove  the  identity  of 
the  person  convicted  and  condemned  by  the  Tribunals  of  the 
State  making  the  requisition. 

Abticlb  XII. 

In  the  examinations  which  are  to  be  made  in  conformity 
with  the  foregoing  stipulations,  the  authorities  of  the  State  to 
which  application  is  made,  shall  admit  as  valid  evidence  the 
sworn  depositions  or  declarations  of  witnesses,  which  were 
taken  in  the  other  State,  or  the  respective  copies  thereof  as 
well  as  the  judicial  documents,  warrants,  or  sentences,  trans- 
mitted therefrom,  provided  they  are  signed  or  certified  by  the 
hand  of  the  judge,  magistrate,  or  public  officer  of  that  State, 
and  authenticated,  either  by  the  oath  of  some  witness,  or  by 
the  official  seal  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  or  some  other  Minister 
of  State. 

Article  XIII. 

If  within  two  months  counting  from  the  date  of  arrest, 
sufficient  evidence  for  the  extradition  shall  not  have  been  pre- 
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sented,  the  person  arrested  shall  be  set  at  liberty.  He  shall 
likewise  be  set  at  liberty  if,  within  two  months  of  the  day 
on  which  he  was  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Diplomatic 
Agent,  he  shall  not  have  been  sent  off  to  the  reclaiming 
country. 

Abticle  XIV. 

All  the  articles  found  in  the  possession  of  the  person  de- 
manded, at  the  time  of  his  apprehension,  shall  be  seized  in 
order  to  their  delivery  with  him,  when  his  extradition  shall 
take  place. 

This  delivery  shall  not  be  limited  to  effects  or  articles  robbed, 
stolen,  or  obtained  by  other  crimes,  but  shall  extend  to  all  that 
might  serve  as  evidence  of  the  crime :  it  shall  be  made  even 
when  the  extradition  could  not  be  made  after  orders  to  that 
effect  on  account  of  the  flight  or  death  of  the  person  claimed. 

Article  XV. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  renounce  whatever  claims  they 
may  have  for  the  reimbursement  of  the  expenses  incurred  for 
the  apprehension  and  maintenance  of  the  persons  to  be  de- 
livered up,  and  for  their  conveyance  until  they  shall  be  placed 
on  board  ship,  as  they  agree  to  defray  these  outgoings  in  their 
respective  countries. 

Article  XVI. 

The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  apply  to  the 
Colonies  and  other  Possessions  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  shall  be  made  to  the 
Governor,  or  to  the  Chief  Authority,  in  the  Colony  or  Posses- 
sion, by  the  highest  Consular  Agent  of  Brazil. 

The  surrender  shall  be  made  by  the  Governor  or  the  Chief 
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Authority,  who  shall,  however,  have  the  power  either  to  make 
it,  or  to  refer  the  matter  to  his  Government. 

Both  in  the  requisitions  and  in  the  surrender,  the  conditions 
established  by  the  foregoing  Articles  of  this  Treaty  shall  be,  as 
far  as  may  be  possible,  adhered  to. 

As  Her  Britannic  Majesty  has  the  power  to  adopt  special 
arrangements  in  the  Colonies  and  Possessions,  respecting  the 
delivering  up  of  delinquents,  Her  Majesty  will  facilitate  the 
reclamations  of  Brazil  in  this  respect,  as  far  as  may  be  possible, 
with  due  regard,  however,  to  the  provisions  of  this  Treaty. 

Article  XVII. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  come  into  force  ten  days  after  its 
publication,  and  in  conformity  with  the  forms  prescribed  by 
the  laws  of  the  countries  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties.  It 
will  remain  in  force  until  one  of  these  shall  give  notice  for  its 
termination,  but  it  shall  then  remain  in  force  for  six  months, 
counted  from  the  day  of  this  notification. 

This  treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratifications  exchanged 
in  Rio  de  Janeiro,  within  three  months  or  sooner  if  possible. 

In  witness  whereof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  present  Treaty,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seal  of 
their  arms. 

Done  at  Rio  de  Janeiro,  on  the  thirteenth  day  of  the  month 
of  November,  of  the  year  of  Our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  seventy-two. 

(L.S.)        George  Buckley  Mathew. 
(L.S.)        Marquez  De  S.  Vicente. 


The   undersigned.    Plenipotentiaries   of   Her   Majesty  the 
Queen  of  the  United  ELingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
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and  of  His  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  Brazil,  charged  with  mak« 
ing  a  Treaty  for  the  extradition  of  criminals,  upon  which  they 
have  at  this  present  a^eed,  having  met  in  conference,  took 
into  their  consideration  the  following  subjects  : — 

They  directed  their  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  criminal 
law  of  England  punishes  the  crime  of  infanticide  with  the 
same  penalty  as  that  of  murder,  when  accompanied  by  corre- 
sponding circumstances,  and  that  it  results  therefrom  that 
extradition  should  take  place  even  for  attempting  to  conlmit 
that  crime. 

On  the  other  hand,  they  observed,  that  according  to  the 
Brazilian  law,  infanticide  is  not  punished  as  murder,  nor  even 
as  manslaughter,  but  as  a  crime  distinct  from  both,  and  by  a 
minor  punishment,  and  that  consequently  extradition  should 
not  take  place  for  the  attempt. 

They  consequently  resolved  to  declare  that  extradition  shall 
solely  take  place  for  the  crime  of  infanticide,  and  not  for  an 
attempt  to  commit  that  crime. 

With  this  declaration  they  agreed  to  close  this  conference, 
from  which  the  present  Protocol  emanates,  which  being  found 
in  conformity,  was  signed,  each  having  a  copy  thereof. 

Done  in  the  City  of  Bio  de  Janeiro,  the  thirteenth  day  of 
November  of  1872. 

(L.S.)        Geobgk  Bucklet  Mathew. 
(L.S.)        Marquez  De  S.  Yicente. 


(     Ixvii     ) 


DENMARK. 

Tbeatt  between  Her  M^jestt  and  the  EIino  of  Denmark 
FOB  THE  Mutual  Subbendeb  of  Fuqitive  Cbiminals. — 
Signed  <U  Copenlutgen,  March  31,  1873. 

Batifications  exchanged  at  Copenhagen,  April  26, 1873.* 

Heb  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Denmark, 
having  judged  it  expedient,  with  a  view  to  the  better  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  and  to  the  prevention  of  crime  within  their 
respective  territories  and  jurisdictions,  that  persons  charged 
with  or  convicted  of  the  crimes  hereinafter  enumerated,  and 
being  fugitives  from  justice,  should,  under  certain  circumstances, 
be  reciprocally  delivered  up ;  Their  said  Majesties  have  named 
as  their  Plenipotentiaries  to  conclude  a  Treaty  for  this  purpose, 
that  is  to  say : 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Eongdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  Sir  Charles  Lennox  Wyke,  Knight  Com- 
mander of  the  Most  Honourable  Order  of  the  Bath,  Her  Envoy 
Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  His  Majesty  the 
King  of  Denmark ; 

And  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Denmark,  Baron  Otto  Ditlev 
Bosenom-Lehn,  Knight  Commander  of  the  Order  of  the  Dane- 
brog  and  Danebrogsmand,  His  Majesty's  Minister  for  Foi*eign 
Affairs; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  respect- 
ive full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed  upon 
the  following  Articles : — 

*  Extradition  Acti  applied  \>j  Order  in  Council  from  July  7, 1878. 
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Article  I. 


It  is  agreed  that  Her  Britannic  Majesty  and  His  Majesty 
the  King  of  Denmark  shall,  on  requisition  made  in  their  name 
by  their  respective  Diplomatic  Agents,  deliver  up  to  each  other 
reciprocally,  any  persons,  except  native-bom  or  naturalized 
subjects  of  the  Party  upon  whom  the  requisition  may  be  made, 
who,  being  accused  or  convicted  of  any  of  the  crimes  hereinafter 
specified,  committed  within  the  territories  of  the  requiring 
Party,  shall  be  found  within  the  territories  of  the  other  Party  : 

1.  Murder,  or  attempt  or  conspiracy  to  murder. 

2.  Manslaughter. 

3.  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  or  uttering  counterfeit 
or  altered  money. 

4.  Foi^ery,  or  counterfeiting,  or  altering,  or  uttering  what 
is  forged  or  counterfeited  or  altered. 

5.  Embezzlement  or  larceny. 

6.  Obtaining  money  or  goods  by  false  pretences. 

7.  Crimes  by  bankrupts  against  bankruptcy  law. 

8.  Fraud  by  a  bailee,  banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee  or  director, 
or  member  or  public  officer  of  any  company  made  criminal  by 
any  law  for  the  time  being  in  force. 

9.  Bape. 

10.  Abduction. 

11.  Childnstealing. 

12.  Burglary  or  housebreaking. 
13    Arson. 

14.  Robbery  with  violence. 

15.  Threats  by  letter  or  otherwise  with  intent  to  extort. 

1 6.  Piracy  by  law  of  nations. 

17.  Sinking  or  destroying  a  vessel  at  sea,  or  attempting  or 
conspiring  to  do  so. 

18.  Assaults  on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  with  intent  to 
destroy  life  or  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm. 
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19.  Revolt  or  conspiracy  to  revolt  by  two  or  more  persons 
on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  against  the  authority  of  the 
master. 

Provided  that  the  surrender  shall  be  made  only  when,  in  the 
case  of  a  person  accused,  the  commission  of  the  crime  shall  be 
so  established  as  that  the  laws  of  the  country  where  the  fugitive 
or  person  so  accused  shall  be  found  would  justify  his  apprehen- 
sion and  commitment  for  trial  if  the  crime  had  been  there 
committed ;  and,  in  the  case  of  a  person  alleged  to  have  been 
convicted,  on  such  evidence  as,  according  to  the  laws  of  the 
country  where  he  is  founds  would  prove  that  he  had  been 
convicted. 

Article  II. 

In  the  dominions  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  other  than  the 
Colonies  or  foreign  Possessions  of  Her  Majesty,  the  manner  of 
proceeding  shall  be  as  follows  : — 

I.  In  the  case  of  a  person  accused — 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  shall  be  made  to  Her  Bri- 
tannic Majesty's  Principal  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs 
by  the  Minister  or  other  Diplomatic  Agent  of  His  Majesty  the 
King  of  Denmark  at  London,  accompanied  by  (1)  a  warrant  or 
other  equivalent  judicial  document  for  the  arrest  of  the  accused, 
issued  by  a  Judge  or  Magistrate  duly  authorized  to  take  cogni- 
zance of  the  acts  charged  against  him  in  Denmark,  (2)  duly 
authenticated  depositions  or  statements  taken  on  oath  before 
such  Judge  or  Magistrate,  clearly  setting  forth  the  acts  on 
account  of  which  the  fugitive  is  demanded;  and  (3)  a  descrip- 
tion of  the  person  claimed,  and  any  other  particulars  which  may 
serve  to  identify  him.  The  said  Secretary  of  State  shall  trans- 
mit such  documents  to  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Principal 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department^  who  shall  then, 
by  order  under  his  hand  and  seal,  signify  to  some  Police 
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Magistrate  in  London  that  such  requisition  has  been  made, 
and  require  him,  if  there  be  due  cause,  to  issue  his- warrant  for 
the  apprehension  of  the  fugitive. 

On  the  receipt  of  such  order  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  on  the  production  of  such  evidence  as  would,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Magistrate,  justify  the  issue  of  the  warrant  if  the  crime 
had  been  committed  in  the  United  Kingdom,  he  shall  issue  his 
warrant  accordingly. 

When  the  fugitive  shall  have  been  apprehended  in  virtue  of 
such  warrant,  he  shall  be  brought  before  the  Police  Magistrate 
who  issued  it,  or  some  other  Police  Magistrate  in  London.  If 
the  evidence  to  be  then  produced  shall  be  such  as  to  justify, 
according  to  the  law  of  England,  the  committal  for  trial  of  the 
prisoner  if  the  crime  of  which  he  is  accused  had  been  committed 
in  England,  the  Police  Magistrate  shall  commit  him  to  prison 
to  await  the  warrant  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  his  surrender; 
sending  immediately  to  the  Secretary  of  State  a  certificate  of 
the  committal  and  a  report  upon  the  case. 

After  the  expiration  of  a  period  from  the  committal  of  the 
prisoner,  which  shall  never  be  less  than  fifteen  days,  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  shall,  by  order  under  his  hand  and  seal,  order 
the  fugitive  criminal  to  be  surrendered  to  such  person  as  may 
be  duly  authorized  to  receive  him  on  the  part  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Denmark. 

II.  In  the  case  of  a  person  convicted — 

The  course  of  proceeding  shall  be  the  same  as  in  the  preced- 
ing case  of  a  person  accused,  except  that  the  document  to  be 
produced,  by  the  Minister  or  other  Diplomatic  Agent  of  His 
Danish  Majesty  in  support  of  his  requisition,  shall  clearly  set 
forth  the  crime  of  which  the  person  claimed  has  been  convicted, 
and  state  the  fact,  place,  and  date  of  his  conviction.  The 
evidence  to  be  produced  before  the  Police  Magistrate  shaU  be 
such  as  would,  according  to  the  law  of  England,  prove  that  the 
prisoner  was  convicted  of  the  crime  charged. 
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After  the  Police  Magistrate  shall  have  committed  the  accused 
or  oonyicted  person  to  prison  to  await  the  order  of  a  Secretary 
of  State  for  his  surrender,  such  person  shall  have  the  right  to 
apply  for  a  writ  of  habeas  carpus.  If  he  should  so  apply,  his 
surrender  must  be  deferred  until  after  the  decision  of  the 
Court  upon  the  return  to  the  writ,  and  even  then  can  only 
take  place  if  the  decision  is  adverse  to  the  applicant.  In  the 
latter  case  the  Court  may  at  once  order  his  delivery  to  the 
person  authorized  to  receive  him,  without  the  order  of  a  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  his  surrender,  or  commit  him  to  prison  to 
await  such  order. 

Article  III. 

In  the  dominions  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Denmark  other 
than  the  Colonies  or  foreign  Possessions  of  His  said  Majesty, 
the  manner  of  proceeding  shall  be  as  follows : — 

I.  In  the  case  of  a  person  accused — 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  shall  be  made  to  the 
Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of 
Denmark  by  the  Minister  or  other  Diplomatic  Agent  of  Her 
Britannic  Majesty  at  Copenhagen,  accompanied  by  (1)  a  war- 
rant for  the  arrest  of  the  accused,  issued  by  a  Judge  or 
Magistrate  duly  authorized  to  take  cognizance  of  the  acts 
charged  against  him  in  Great  Britain ;  (2)  duly  authenticated 
depositions  or  statements  taken  on  oath  before  such  Judge  or 
Magistrate,  clearly  setting  forth  the  acts  on  account  of  which 
the  fugitive  is  demanded ;  and  (8)  a  description  of  the  person 
claimed,  and  any  other  particulars  which  may  serve  to  identify 
him. 

The  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  of  His  Majesty  the  King 
of  Denmark  shall  transmit  such  requisition  for  surrender  to 
the  Minister  of  Justice  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Denmark, 
who,  after  having  ascertained  that  the  crime  therein  specified 
is  one  of  those  enumerated  in  the  present  Treaty,  and  satisfied 
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himself  that  the  evidence  produced  is  such  as,  according  to 
Danish  law,  would  justify  the  committal  for  trial  of  the  indi- 
vidual demanded,  if  the  crime  had  been  committed  in  Denmark, 
shall  take  the  necessary  measures  for  causing  the  fugitive  to  be 
delivered  to  the  person  charged  to  receive  him  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Her  Britannic  Majesty. 

II.  In  the  case  of  a  person  convicted — 

The  course  of  proceeding  shall  be  the  same  as  in  the  preced- 
ing case  of  a  person  accused,  except  that  the  warrant  to  be 
transmitted  by  the  Minister  or  other  Diplomatic  Agent  of  Her 
Britannic  Majesty  in  support  of  his  requisition,  shall  clearly  set 
forth  the  crime  of  which  the  person  claimed  has  been  convicted, 
and  state  the  fact,  place,  and  date  of  his  conviction.  The 
evidence  to  be  produced  shall  be  such  as  would,  according  to 
the  laws  of  Denmark,  prove  that  the  prisoner  was  convicted  of 
the  crime  charged. 

Article  IV. 

A  fugitive  criminal  may,  however,  be  apprehended  under  a 
warrant  issued  by  any  Police  Magistrate,  Justice  of  the  Peace, 
or  other  competent  authority  in  either  country,  on  such  infor- 
mation or  complaint,  and  such  evidence,  or  after  such  proceed- 
ings as  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  person  issuing  the  warrant, 
justify  the  issue  of  a  warrant,  if  the  crime  had  been  committed 
or  the  prisoner  convicted,  in  that  part  of  the  dominions  of  the 
two  Contracting  Parties  in  which  he  exercises  jurisdiction : 
Provided,  however,  that  in  the  United  Kingdom  the  accused 
shall,  in  such  case,  be  sent  as  speedily  as  possible  before  a  Police 
Magistrate  in  London;  and  that  in  the  dominions  of  His 
Majesty  the  King  of  Denmark,  the  case  shall  be  immediately 
submitted  to  the  Minister  of  Justice  of  His  Majesty  the  King 
of  Denmark ;  and  provided,  also^  that  the  individual  arrested 
shall  in  either  country  be  discharged,  if  within  fifteen  days  a 
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requisitioxi  shall  not  have  been  made  for  his  surrender  by  the 
Diplomatic  Agent  of  his  country,  in  the  manner  directed  by 
Articles  II.  and  III.  of  this  Treaty. 

The  same  rule  shall  apply  to  the  cases  of  persons  accused  or 
convicted  of  any  of  the  crimes  specified  in  this  Treaty,  com- 
mitted on  the  high  seas,  on  board  a  vessel  of  either  country, 
which  may  come  into  a  port  of  the  other. 

Abticlb  V. 

If  the  fugitive  criminal  who  has  been  committed  to  prison 
be  not  surrendered  and  conveyed  away  within  two  months  after 
such  committal  (or  within  two  months  after  the  decision  of  the 
Court,  upon  the  return  to  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  in  the  United 
Kingdom),  he  shall  be  discharged  from  custody,  unless  sufficient 
cause  be  shown  to  the  contrary. 

Article  VI. 

When  any  person  shall  have  been  surrendered  by  either  of 
the  High  Contracting  Parties  to  the  other,  such  person  shall 
not,  until  he  has  been  restored  or  had  an  opportunity  of  return- 
ing to  the  country  from  whence  he  was  surrendered,  be  triable 
or  tried  for  any  offence  committed  in  the  other  country  prior 
to  the  surrender,  other  than  the  particular  offence  on  account 
of  which  he  was  surrendered. 

Article  VII. 

No  accused  or  convicted  person  shall  be  surrendered,  if  the 
offence  in  respect  of  which  his  surrender  is  demanded  shall  be 
deemed  by  the  Government  upon  which  it  is  made  to  be  one  of 
a  political  character,  or  if  in  the  United  Kingdom  he  prove  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Police  Magistrate,  or  of  the  Court  before 
which  he  is  brought  on  habeas  corpus,  or  to  the  Secretary  of 
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State,  or  in  Denmark,  to  the  satififactibn  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice  of  His  Majesty  the  Eling  of  Denmark,  that  the  requi- 
sition for  his  surrender  has,  in  fact,  been  made  with  a  view  to 
try  or  to  punish  him  for  an  offence  of  a  political  character. 

Abtictje  VIII. 

Warrants,  depositions,  or  statements  on  oath,  issued  or  taken 
.  in  the  dominions  of  either  of  the  two  High  Contracting  Parties, 
and  copies  thereof,  and  certificates  of  or  judicial  documents 
stating  the  fact  of  conviction,  shall  be  received  in  evidence  in 
proceedings  in  the  dominions  of  the  other,  if  purporting  to  be 
signed  or  certified  by  a  Judge,  Magistrate,  or  officer  of  the 
country  where  they  were  issued  or  taken,  and  provided  they 
are  authenticated  by  the  oath  of  some  witness,  or  by  being 
sealed  with  the  official  seal  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  or  some 
other  Minister  of  State. 

Abticls  IX 

The  surrender  shall  not  take  place  if,  since  the  commission 
of  the  acts  charged,  the  accusation,  or  the  conviction,  exemption 
from  prosecution  or  punishment  has  been  acquired  by  lapse  of 
time,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  country  where  the  accused 
or  convicted  person  shall  have  taken  refuge. 

Abticlb  X. 

If  the  individual  claimed  should  be  under  prosecution,  or  in 
custody,  for  a  crime  or  offence  committed  in  the  country  where 
he  may  have  taken  refuge,  his  surrender  may  be  deferred  until 
he  shall  have  been  set  at  liberty  in  due  course  of  law. 

In  case  he  should  be  proceeded  against  or  detained  in  such 
country,  on  account  of  obligations  contracted  towards  private 
individuals,  his  surrender  shall  nevertheless  take  place,  the 
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injured  party  retaining  his  right  to  prosecute  his  claims  before 
the  competent  authority. 


Article  XI. 

Every  article  found  in  the  possession  of  the  individual  claimed 
at  the  time  of  his  arrest,  shall  be  seized,  in  order  to  be  delivered 
up  with  his  person  at  the  time  when  the  surrender  shall  be 
made.  Such  delivery  shall  not  be  limited  to  the  property  or 
articles  obtained  by  stealing  or  by  fraudulent  bankruptcy,  but 
shaU  extend  to  everything  that  may  serve  as  proof  of  the 
crime.  It  shall  take  place  even  when  the  surrender,  after 
having  been  ordered,  shall  be  prevented  from  taking  place  by 
reason  of  the  escape  or  death  of  the  individual  claimed. 

Article  XII. 

Each  of  the  two  Contracting  Parties  shall  defray  the  expenses 
occasioned  by  the  arrest  within  its  territories,  the  detention, 
and  the  conveyance  to  its  frontier,  of  the  persons  whom  it  may 
consent  to  surrender  in  pursuance  of  the  present  Treaty. 

Article  XIII. 

The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  be  applicable  to 
the  Colonies  or  foreign  Possessions  of  the  two  High  Contract- 
ing Parties,  in  the  following  manner: — 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  refuge  in  a  Colony  or  foreign  Possession  of  either  of 
the  two  Contracting  Parties,  shall  be  made  to  the  Governor  or 
Chief  Authority  of  such  Colony  or  Possession  by  the  Chief 
Consular  0£Bicer  of  the  other  Party  in  such  Colony  or  Posses- 
sion ;  or,  if  the  fugitive  has  escaped  from  a  Colony  or  foreign 
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Possession  of  the  Party  on  whose  behalf  the  requisition  is 
made,  by  the  Grovemor  or  Chief  Authority  of  such  Colony  or 
Possession. 

Such  requisitions  may  be  disposed  of,  subject  always,  as 
nearly  as  may  be,  to  the  provisions  of  this  Treaty,  by  the 
respective  Gk)vernors  or  Chief  Authorities,  who,  however,  shall 
be  at  liberty  either  to  grant  the  surrender,  or  to  refer  the 
matter  to  their  Government. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of 
Denmark  shall,  however,  be  at  liberty  to  make  special 
arrangements  in  their  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions  for  the 
surrender  of  criminals  who  may  take  refuge  therein,  on  the 
basis,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  of  the  provisions  of  the  present 
Treaty. 

Aeticlb  XIV. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  come  into  operation  ten  days  after 
its  publication,  in  conformity  with  the  forms  prescribed  by  the 
laws  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties. 

After  the  Treaty  shall  so  have  been  brought  into  operation, 
the  Convention  concluded  between  the  High  Contracting 
Parties  on  the  15th  of  April,  1862,  shall  be  considered  as 
cancelled,  except  as  to  any  proceeding  that  may  have  already 
been  taken  or  commenced  in  virtue  thereof. 

Either  Party  may  at  any  time  terminate  the  Treaty  on 
giving  to  the  other  six  months'  notice  of  its  intention. 


Article  XV. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratification 
shall  be  exchanged  at  Copenhagen  as  soon  as  may  be  within 
four  weeks  from  the  date  of  signature. 
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In  witness  whereof,  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seals  of  their 
arms. 

Done  at  Copenhagen,  the  thirty-first  day  of  March,  in  the 
year  of  Our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy- 
three. 

(L.S.)        Charles  Lennox  Wyke. 

(L.S.)        O.  D.  RosenObn-Lehn. 


(     Ixxviii     ) 


ECUADOR. 

Treaty  between  Her  Majestt  and  the  Republic  of  the 
Equator  for  the  Mutual  Surrender  of  Fugitite 
Criminals. — Signed  cU  QuitOf  September  20,  1880. 

Batifications  exchanged  at  Qaito,  Febroaiy  19,  1886.* 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  XTnited  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  His  Excellency  the  President  of  the 
Republic  of  Ecuador,  having  judged  it  expedient,  with  a  view 
to  the  better  administration  of  justice,  and  to  the  prevention 
of  crime  within  their  respective  territories  and  jurisdictions, 
that  persons  charged  with  or  convicted  of  the  crimes  herein- 
after enumerated,  and  being  fugitives  from  justice,  should 
under  certain  circumstances  be  reciprocally  delivered  up ;  Her 
Britannic  Majesty  and  the  President  of  Ecuador  have  named 
as  their  Plenipotentiaries  to  conclude  a  Treaty  for  this  purpose, 
that  is  to  say : 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  Frederick  Douglas  Hamilton,  Esquire, 
her  Minister  Resident  at  Ecuador; 

And  his  Excellency  the  President  of  Ecuador,  General 
Comelio  E.  Yemaza,  Minister  of  Foreign  Afiairs  and  of  the 
Interior ; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  re- 
spective full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed 
upon  and  concluded  the  following  Articles : — 

*  Extradition  Act0  applied  by  Order  in  Council  fit>m  July  2,  1886. 
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Article  I. 

It  is  agreed  that  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Government  and 
that  of  Ecuador  shall,  on  requisition  made  in  their  name  by 
their  respective  Diplomatic  Agents,  deliver  up  to  each  other 
reciprocally  any  persons  who,  being  accused  or  convicted  of 
any  of  the  crimes  hereinafter  specified,  committed  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  requiring  Party,  shall  be  found  within  the 
territories  of  the  other  Party : — 

1.  Murder,'^or  attempt  or  conspiracy  to  murder. 

2.  Manslaughter. 

3.  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  or  uttering  counterfeit 
or  altered  money. 

4.  Forgery,  counterfeiting,  or  altering,  or  uttering  what  is 
forged  or  counterfeited  or  altered. 

5.  Embezzlement  or  larceny. 

6.  Obtaining  money  or  goods  by  false  pretences. 

7.  Crimes  against  bankruptcy  law. 

8.  Fraud  by  a  bailee,  banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee,  or 
director,  or  member  or  public  officer  of  any  company  made 
criminal  by  any  law  for  the  time  being  in  force. 

9.  Hape. 

10.  Abduction. 

11.  Child  stealing. 

12.  Burglary  or  housebreaking. 

13.  Arson. 

14.  Robbery  with  violence. 

15.  Threats  by  letter  or  otherwise  with  intent  to  extort. 

16.  Piracy  by  law  of  nations. 

17.  Sinking  or  destroying  a  vessel  at  sea,  or  attempting  or 
conspiring  to  do  so. 

18.  Assaults  on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  se^with  intent  to 
destroy  life  or  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm. 

19.  Revolt  or  conspiracy  to  revolt  by  two  or  more  persons 

7^ 
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on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  against  the  authority  of  the 
captain  or  master. 

Provided  that  the  surrender  shall  be  made  only  when,  in  the 
case  of  a  person  accused,  the  commission  of  the  crime  shall  be 
so  established  as  that  the  laws  of  the  country  where  the  fugi- 
tive or  person  so  accused  shall  be  found  would  justify  his 
apprehension  and  commitment  for  trial  if  the  crime  had  been 
there  committed ;  and,  in  the  case  of  a  person  alleged  to  have 
been  convicted,  on  such  evidence  as,  according  to  the  laws  of 
the  country  where  he  is  found,  would  prove  that  he  had  been 
convicted. 

Abticle  II. 

In  the  dominions  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  other  than 
the  foreign  or  colonial  possessions  of  Her  Majesty,  the  manner 
of  proceeding  shall  be  as  follows  :— 

1.  In  the  case  of  a  person  accused — 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  shall  be  made  to  Her 
Britannic  Majesty's  Principal  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  by  some  person  recognized  by  the  Secretary  of  State  as 
a  Diplomatic  Representative  of  the  Republic  of  Ecuador,  accom- 
panied by  a  warrant  or  other  equivalent  judicial  document  for 
the  arrest  of  the  accused,  issued  by  a  Judge  or  Magistrate  duly 
authorized  to  take  cognizance  of  the  acts  charged  against  him 
in  Ecuador,  together  with  duly  authenticated  depositions  or 
statements  taken  on  oath  before  such  Judge  or  Magistrate, 
clearly  setting  forth  the  said  acts,  and  a  description  of  the 
person  claimed,  and  any  particulars  which  may  serve  to  identify 
him.  The  said  Secretary  of  State  shall  transmit  such  docu- 
ments to  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Principal  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  who  shall  then,  by  order  under  his 
hand  and  seal,  signify  to  some  Police  Magistrate  in  London 
that  such  requisition  has  been  made,  and  reqxiire  him,  if  there 
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be  due  cause,  to  issue  his  warrant  for  the  apprehension  of  the 
fugitive. 

On  the  receipt  of  such  order  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  on  the  production  of  such  evidence  as  would,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Magistrate,  justify  the  issue  of  the  warrant  if  the  crime 
had  been  committed  in  the  United  Kingdom,  he  shall  issue  his 
warrant  accordingly. 

When  the  fugitive  shall  have  been  apprehended  in  virtue  of 
such  warrant,  he  shall  be  brought  before  the  Police  Magistrate 
who  issued  it,  or  some  other  Police  Magistrate  in  London.  If 
the  evidence  to  be  then  produced  shall  be  such  as  to  justify, 
according  to  the  law  of  England,  the  committal  for  trial  of  the 
prisoner  if  the  crime  of  which  he  is  accused  had  been  com- 
mitted in  England,  the  Police  Magistrate  shall  commit  him  to 
prison  to  await  the  warrant  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  his 
surrender ;  sending  immediately  to  the  Secretaiy  of  State  a 
certificate  of  the  committal  and  a  report  upon  the  case. 

After  the  expiration  of  a  period  from  the  committal  of  the 
prisoner,  which  shall  never  be  less  than  fifteen  days,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall,  by  order  under  his  hand  and  seal,  order  the 
fugitive  criminal  to  be  surrendered  to  such  person  as  may  be 
duly  authorized  to  receive  him  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
of  Ecuador. 

2.  In  the  case  of  a  person  convicted — 

The  course  of  proceeding  shall  be  the  same  as  in  the  case  of 
a  person  accused,  except  that  the  warrant  to  be  transmitted 
by  the  recognized  Diplomatic  Representative,  in  support  of  his 
requisition,  shall  clearly  set  forth  the  crime  of  which  the  per- 
son claimed  has  been  convicted,  and  state  the  fact,  place,  and 
date  of  his  conviction.  The  evidence  to  be  produced  before  the 
Police  Magistrate  shall  be  such  as  would,  according  to  the  law 
of  England,  prove  that  the  prisoner  was  convicted  of  the  crime 
charged. 

After  the  Police  Magistrate  shall  have  committed  the  accused 
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or  convicted  person  to  prison  to  await  the  order  of  a  Secretary 
of  State  for  his  surrender,  such  person  shall  have  the  right  to 
apply  for  a  writ  of  haheas  corpus.  If  he  should  so  apply,  his 
surrender  must  be  deferred  until  after  the  decision  of  the 
Court  upon  the  return  to  the  writ,  and  even  then  can  only 
take  place  if  the  decision  is  adverse  to  the  applicant.  In  the 
latter  case  the  Court  may  at  once  order  his  delivery  to  the  per- 
son authorized  to  receive  him,  without  the  order  of  a  Secretary 
of  State  for  his  surrender,  or  to  commit  him  to  prison  to  await 
such  order.  A  like  proceeding  shall  be  observed  towards  crimi- 
nals in  prison  in  Ecuador. 

Article  III. 

In  the  Republic  of  Ecuador  the  manner  of  proceeding  shall 
be  as  follows  : — 

1.  In  the  case  of  a  person  accused— 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  shall  be  made  to  the  Minister 
for  Foreign  Affairs  of  Ecuador  by  the  Minister  or  other  Dip- 
lomatic Agent  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  accompanied  by  a 
warrant  for  the  arrest  of  the  accused,  issued  by  a  Judge  or 
Magistrate  duly  authorized  to  take  cognizance  of  the  acts 
charged  against  him  in  Great  Britain,  together  with  duly 
authenticated  depositions  or  statements  taken  on  oath  before 
such  Judge  or  Magistrate,  clearly  setting  forth  the  said  acts, 
and  a  description  of  the  person  claimed,  and  any  other  par- 
ticulars which  may  servo  to  identify  him. 

The  said  documents  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  Minister 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Interior  Department,  who  shall  then, 
by  order  under  his  hand  and  seal,  signify  to  some  Police  Magis- 
trate that  such  requisition  has  been  made,  and  require  him,  if 
there  be  due  cause,  to  issue  his  warrant  for  the  apprehension  of 
the  fugitive. 

On  the  receipt  of  such  order  from  the  Minister  Secretary  of 
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State,  and  on  the  production  of  such  evidence  as  would  justify 
the  issue  of  the  warrant,  if  the  crime  had  been  committed  in 
Ecuador,  he  shall  issue  his  warrant  accordingly. 

When  the  fugitive  shall  have  been  apprehended  in  virtue  of 
such  warrant  he  shall  be  brought  before  the  Police  Magistrate 
who  issued  it,  or  some  other  authority  of  the  same  class.  If 
the  evidence  to  be  then  produced  shall  be  such  as  to  justify, 
according  to  the  law  of  Ecuador,  the  committal  for  trial  of  the 
prisoner,  if  the  crime  of  which  he  is  accused  had  been  committed 
in  Ecuador,  the  Police  Magistrate  shall  commit  him  to  prison 
to  await  the  warrant  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  his  surrender, 
sending  immediately  to  the  Secretary  of  State  a  certificate  of 
the  committal  and  a  report  upon  the  case. 

After  the  expiration  of  a  period  from  the  committal  of  the 
prisoner,  which  shall  never  be  less  than  fifteen  days,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  shall,  by  order  under  his  hand  and  seal,  order  the 
fugitive  criminal  to  be  surrendered  to  such  person  as  may  be 
duly  authorized  to  receive  him  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
of  Her  Majesty. 

2.  In  the  case  of  a  person  convicted — 

The  course  of  proceeding  shall  be  the  same  as  in  the  case  of  a 
person  accused,  except  that  the  warrant  to  be  transmitted  by 
the  Minister  or  other  Diplomatic  Agent  in  support  of  his  re- 
quisition shall  clearly  set  forth  the  crime  of  which  the  person 
claimed  has  been  convicted,  and  state  the  fact,  place,  and  date 
of  his  conviction.  The  evidence  to  be  produced  before  the 
Magistrate  charged  with  the  investigation  of  the  case  shall  be 
such  as  would,  according  to  the  laws  of  Ecuador,  prove  that  the 
prisoner  was  convicted  of  the  crime  charged. 

Article  IV. 

A  fugitive  criminal  may,  however,  be  apprehended  under  a 
warrant  issued  by  any  Police  Magistrate  or  other  competent 
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authority  in  either  country,  on  such  information  or  complaint, 
and  such  evidence^  or  after  such  proceedings  as  would,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  person  issuing  the  warrant,  justify  the  issue  of 
a  warrant  if  the  crime  had  been  committed  or  the  prisoner 
convicted  in  that  part  of  the  dominions  of  the  two  Contracting 
Parties  in  which  he  exercises  jurisdiction  :  Provided,  however, 
that  in  the  United  Kingdom  the  accused  shall,  in  such  case,  be 
sent  as  speedily  as  possible  before  a  Police  Magistrate  in  Lon- 
don, and  that  he  shall  be  discharged,  if  within  thirty  days  a 
requisition  shall  not  have  been  made  for  his  surrender  by  the 
Diplomatic  Agent  of  his  country,  in  the  manner  directed  by 
Articles  II.  and  III.  of  this  Treaty. 

The  same  rule  shall  apply  to  the  cases  of  persons  accused  or 
convicted  of  any  of  the  crimes  specified  in  this  Treaty,  com- 
mitted on  the  high  seas,  on  board  any  vessel  of  either  countr}', 
which  may  come  into  any  port  of  the  other. 

Abticle  V. 

If  the  fugitive  criminal  who  has  been  committed  to  prison 
be  not  surrendered  and  conveyed  away  within  two  months 
after  such  committal,  or  within  two  months  after  the  decision 
of  the  Court,  upon  the  return  to  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  he  shall  be  discharged  from  custody,  unless 
sufficient  cause  be  shown  to  the  contrary. 

Abticle  VI. 

When  any  person  shall  have  been  surrendered  by  either  of 
the  High  Contracting  Parties  to  the  other,  such  person  shall 
not,  until  he  has  been  restored,  or  had  an  oppoHunity  of 
returning  to  the  country  from  whence  he  was  surrendered,  be 
triable  or  tried  for  any  offence  committed  in  the  other  country 
prior  to  the  surrender,  other  than  the  particular  offence  on 
account  of  which  he  was  surrendered. 
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Article  VII. 

In  any  case  where  an  individual  convicted  or  accused  in 
Ecuador  of  any  of  the  crimes  described  in  the  present  Treaty, 
and  who  shall  have  taken  refuge  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
shall  have  obtained  naturalization  there,  such  naturalization 
shall  not  prevent  the  search  for,  arrest,  and  surrender  of  such 
individual  to  the  Ecuatorian  authorities,  in  conformity  with 
the  said  Treaty. 

In  like  manner  the  surrender  shall  take  place  on  the  part 
of  Ecuador  in  any  case  where  an  individual  accused  or  con- 
victed in  England  of  any  of  the  same  crimes  who  shall  have 
taken  refuge  in  Ecuador  shall  have  obtained  naturalization 
there. 

Article  VIII. 

Ko  accused  or  convicted  person  shall  be  surrendered,  if  the 
offence  in  respect  of  which  his  surrender  is  demanded  shall  be 
deemed  by  the  party  upon  whom  it  is  made  to  be  one  of  a 
political  character,  or  if  he  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Police  Magistrate,  or  of  the  Court  before  which  he  is  brought 
on  Iiabeas  corpus,  or  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  that  the  requisi- 
tion for  his  surrender  has,  in  fact,  been  made  with  a  view  to  try 
or  to  punish  him  for  an  offence  of  a  political  character. 


Article  IX. 

Warrants,  depositions,  or  statements  on  oath,  issued  or  taken 
in  the  dominions  of  either  of  the  two  High  Contracting  Parties, 
and  copies  thereof,  and  certificates  of  or  judicial  documents 
stating  the  fact  of  conviction,  shaU  be  received  in  evidence  in 
proceedings  in  the  dominions  of  the  other  if  purporting  to  be 
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signed  or  certified  by  a  Judge,  Magistrate,  or  officer  of  the 
country  where  they  were  issued  or  taken. 

Provided  such  warrants,  depositions,  statements,  copies, 
certificates,  and  judicial  documents  are  authenticated  by  the 
oath  of  some  witness,  or  by  being  sealed  with  the  official  seal 
of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  or  some  other  Minister  of  State. 

Article  X. 

The  surrender  shaU  not  take  place  if,  since  the  commission 
of  the  acts  charged,  the  accusation,  or  the  conviction,  exemp- 
tion from  prosecution  or  punishment  has  been  acquired  by 
lapse  of  time,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  country  where  the 
accused  shall  have  taken  refuge. 

Article  XI. 

If  the  individual  claimed  by  one  of  the  two  Contracting 
Parties,  in  pursuance  of  the  present  Treaty,  should  be  also 
claimed  by  one  or  several  other  Powers,  on  account  of  other 
crimes  committed  upon  their  territory,  his  surrender  shall, 
in  preference,  be  granted  in  compliance  with  that  demand 
which  is  earliest  in  date. 

Article  XII. 

If  the  individual  claimed  should  be  under  prosecution,  or  in 
custody,  for  a  crime  or  offence  committed  in  the  country  where 
he  may  have  taken  refuge,  his  surrender  may  be  deferred  until 
he  shall  have  been  set  at  liberty  in  due  course  of  law. 

In  case  he  should  be  proceeded  against  or  detained  in  such 
country  on  account  of  obligations  contracted  towards  private 
individuals,  his  surrender  shall  nevertheless  take  place,  the 
injured  party  retaining  his  right  to  prosecute  his  claims  before 
the  competent  authority. 
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Abticlb   XIII. 

Every  article  found  in  the  possession  of  the  individual 
claimed  at  the  time  of  his  arrest  shall  be  seized,  in  order  to  be 
delivered  up  with  his  person  at  the  time  when  the  surrender 
shall  be  made.  Such  delivery  shall  not  be  limited  to  the 
property  or  articles  obtained  by  stealing  or  by  fraudulent 
bankruptcy,  but  shall  extend  to  everything  that  may  serve  as 
proof  of  the  crime.  It  shall  taJke  place  even  when  the  sur- 
render, after  having  been  ordered,  shall  be  prevented  from 
taking  place  by  reason  of  the  escape  or  death  of  the  individual 
claimed. 

Article  XIV. 

Each  of  the  two  Contracting  Parties  shall  defray  the 
expenses  occasioned  by  the  arrest  within  its  territories,  the 
detention,  and  the  conveyance  to  its  frontier,  of  the  persons 
whom  it  may  consent  to  surrender  in  pursuance  of  the  present 
Treaty. 

Abticle  XV. 

The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  be  applicable  to 
the  foreign  or  colonial  possessions  of  the  two  High  Contracting 
Parties. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a.fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  refuge  in  a  foreign  or  colonial  possession  of  either 
Pai'ty,  shall  be  made  to  the  Governor  or  chief  authority  of 
such  possession  by  the  Chief  Consular  Officer  of  the  other  at 
the  seat  of  Government ;  or,  if  the  fugitive  has  escaped  from 
a  foreign  or  colonial  possession  of  the  Party  on  whose  behalf 
the  requisition  is  made,  by  the  Governor  or  chief  authority  of 
such  possession. 

Such  requisitions  may  be  disposed  of,  subject  always    as 
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nearly  as  may  be,  to  the  provisions  of  this  Treaty,  by  the 
respective  Governors  or  chief  authorities,  who,  however,  shall 
be  at  liberty  either  to  grant  the  surrender,  or  to  refer  the 
matter  to  their  Government. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  shall,  however,  be  at  liberty  to 
make  special  arrangements  in  the  British  Colonies  and  foreign 
Possessions  for  the  surrender  of  Ecuatorian  criminals  who  may 
take  refuge  within  such  Colony,  on  the  basis,  as  nearly  as  may 
be,  of  the  provisions  of  the  present  Treaty. 

Abticlb  XVI. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  come  into  operation  two  months 
after  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications.  Due  notice  shall  in 
each  country  be  given  of  the  day. 

Either  Party  may  at  any  time  terminate  the  Treaty  on 
giving  to  the  other  six  months'  notice  of  its  intention. 

Abtigle  XVII. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratifications 
shall  be  exchanged  at  the  capital  of  Ecuador  within  eight 
months  after  the  approbation  of  the  Legislative  Power  ac- 
cording to  the  laws  of  each  country. 

In  witness  whereof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same  in  duplicate,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seal 
of  their  arms. 

Done  at  Quito,  capital  of  the  Eepublic  of  Ecuador,  the  20th 
September,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty. 

(L.S.)        Fbb*'.  Douglas  Hamilton. 
(L.S.)        CoRNELio  E.  Vernaza. 


(     Ixxxix     ) 


PRANCE. 

Treaty  between  Her  Majestt  and  the  President  of  the 
French  Republic  for  the  Mutual  Extradition  of 
Fugitive  Criminals. — Signed  at  Paria^  August  14,  1876. 

Ratifications  excbaoged  at  Paris,  April  8,  1878.* 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  the  President  of  the  French  Repablic, 
having  recognized  the  insufficiency  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Treaty  concluded  on  the  13th  of  February,  1843,  between 
Great  Britain  and  France  for  the  reciprocal  extradition  of 
criminals,  have  resolved,  by  common  accord,  to  replace  it  by 
another  and  more  complete  Treaty,  and  have  named  as  their 
respective  Plenipotentiaries  for  this  purpose,  that  is  to  say : — 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  Right  Honourable  Richard  Bickerton 
Pemell  Lord  Lyons,  a  Peer  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  Knight  Grand  Cross  of  the  Most  Honour- 
able Order  of  the  Bath,  one  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Most 
Honourable  Privy  Council,  and  Her  said  Majesty's  Ambassador 
Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  to  the  Government  of  the 
French  Republic,  &c.,  <&c.,  iS&c. ; 

And  the  President  of  the  French  Republic,  M.  le  Due 
Decazes,  Member  of  the  Chamber  of  Deputies,  Minister  of 
Foreign  Affairs,  Grand  Officer  of  the  National  Order  of  the 
Legion  of  Honour,  d^.,  <S:c.,  <S:c.; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  re- 
spective full  powers  (found  in  good  and  due  form),  have 
agreed  upon  the  following  Articles : — 

*  Extmdition  Acts  applied  by  Order  in  Gouncil  from  Biay  31,  1878. 
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Article  I. 


The  High  Contracting  Parties  engage  to  deliver  up  to  each 
other  those  persons  who  are  being  proceeded  against  or  who 
have  been  convicted  of  a  crime  committed  in  the  territory  of 
the  one  Party,  and  who  shall  be  found  within  the  territory  of 
the  other  Party,  under  the  circumstances  and  conditions  stated 
in  the  present  Treaty. 

Article  II. 

Native-bom  or  naturalized  subjects  of  either  country  are 
excepted  from  extradition.  In  the  case,  however,  of  a  person 
who,  since  the  commission  of  the  crime  or  offence  of  which  he 
is  accused,  or  for  which  he  has  been  convicted,  has  become 
naturalized  in  the  country  whence  the  surrender  is  sought, 
such  naturalization  shall  not  prevent  the  pursuit,  arrest  and 
extradition  of  such  person,  in  conformity  with  the  stipulations 
of  the  present  Treaty. 

Article  III. 

The  crimes  for  which  the  extradition  is  to  be  granted  are 
the  following : — 

1.  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  and  uttering  counterfeit 
or  altered  money. 

2.  Forgery,  counterfeiting  or  altering  and  uttering  what  is 
forged,  counterfeited  or  altered. 

3.  Murder  (including  assassination,  parricide,  infanticide 
and  poisoning)  or  attempt  to  murder. 

4.  Manslaughter. 

5.  Abortion. 

6.  Kape. 

7*  Indecent  assault,  acts  of  indecency  even  without  violence 
upon  the  person  of  a  girl  under  12  years  of  age. 
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8.  Child-stealing,  including  abandoning,  exposing  or  unlaw- 
fully detaining. 

9.  Abduction. 

10.  Kidnapping  and  false  imprisonment. 

11.  Bigamy. 

12.  Wounding  or  inflicting  grievous  bodily  harm. 

13.  Assaulting  a  Magistrate,  or  peace  or  public  officer. 

14.  Threats  by  letter  or  otherwise  with  intent  to  extort, 

15.  Perjury  or  subornation  of  perjury, 

16.  Arson. 

17.  Burglary  or  housebreaking,  robbery  with  violence. 

18.  Fraud  by  a  bailee,  banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee,  or 
director,  or  member,  or  public  officer  of  any  Company  made 
criminal  by  any  Act  for  the  time  being  in  force. 

19.  Obtaining  money,  valuable  security,  or  goods  by  false 
pretences,  including  receiving  any  chattel,  money,  valuable 
security,  or  other  property,  knowing  the  same  to  have  been 
unlawfully  obtained. 

20.  Embezzlement  or  larceny,  including  receiving  any 
chattel,  money,  valuable  security,  or  other  property,  knowing 
the  same  to  have  been  embezzled  or  stolen. 

21.  Crimes  against  bankruptcy  law. 

22.  Any  malicious  act  done  with  intent  to  endanger  persons 
in  a  railway  train. 

23.  Malicious  injury  to  property,  if  the  offence  is  indictable. 

24.  Crimes  committed  at  sea : — 

(a)  Any  act  of  depredation  or  violence  by  the  crew  of  a 
British  or  French  vessel,  against  another  British  or  French 
vessel,  or  by  the  crew  of  a  foreign  vessel  not  provided  with  a 
regular  commission,  against  British  or  French  vessels,  their 
Crews  or  their  cargoes. 

(6)  The  fact  by  any  person  being  or  not  one  of  the  crew  of  a 
vessel  of  giving  her  over  to  pirates. 

(c)  The  fact  by  any  person  being  or  not  one  of  the  crew  of 
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a  vessel  of  taking  possession  of  such  vessel  by  fraud  or  vio* 
lence. 

(d)  Sinking  or  destroying  a  vessel  at  sea,  or  attempting  or 
conspiring  to  do  so. 

(e)  Kevolt  or  conspiracy  to  revolt  by  two  or  more  persons 
on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  against  the  authority  of  the 
master. 

25.  Dealing  in  slaves  in  such  manner  as  to  constitute  an 
offence  against  the  laws  of  both  countries. 

The  extradition  is  also  to  take  place  for  participation,  either 
as  principals  or  accessories,  in  any  of  the  aforesaid  crimes, 
provided  such  participation  be  punishable  by  the  laws  of  both 
the  Contracting  Parties. 


AnTiCLE  IV. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  apply  to  crimes  and  offences  com- 
mitted prior  to  the  signature  of  the  Treaty;  but  a  person 
surrendered  shall  not  be  tried  for  any  crime  or  offence  com- 
mitted in  the  other  country  before  the  extradition,  other  than 
the  crime  for  which  his  surrender  has  been  granted. 


Article  Y. 

No  accused  or  convicted  person  shall  be  surrendered,  if  the 
offence  in  respect  of  which  his  surrender  is  demanded  shall  bo 
deemed  by  the  Party  upon  which  it  is  made  to  be  a  political 
offence,  or  to  be  an  act  connected  with  (connexe  d)  such  an 
offence,  or  if  he  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Police  Magis- 
trate or  of  the  Court  before  which  he  is  brought  on  habeas 
corpus,  or  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  that  the  requisition  for 
his  surrender  has,  in  fact,  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  or  to 
punish  him  for  an  offence  of  a  political  character. 
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Abticle  VI. 

On  the  part  of  the  French  Government,  the  extradition  shall 
take  place  in  the  following  manner  in  France  : — 

The  Ambassador  or  other  Diplomatic  Agent  of  Her  Bri- 
tannic Majesty  in  France  shall  send  to  the  Minister  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  in  support  of  each  demand  for  extradition,  an  authen- 
ticated and  duly  legalized  copy  either  of  a  certificate  of  con- 
viction, or  of  a  warrant  of  arrest  against  a  person  accused, 
clearly  setting  forth  the  nature  of  the  crime  or  offence  on 
account  of  which  the  fugitive  is  being  proceeded  against.  The 
judicial  document  thus  produced  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
description  of  the  person  claimed,  and  by  any  other  informa- 
tion which  may  serve  to  identify  him. 

These  documents  shall  be  communicated  by  the  Minister 
for  Foreign  Affairs  to  the  Keeper  of  the  Seals,  Minister  of 
Justice,  who,  after  examining  the  claim  for  surrender,  and  the 
documents  in  support  thereof,  shall  report  thereon  immediately 
to  the  President  of  the  Republic ;  and,  if  there  is  reason  for 
it,  a  Decree  of  the  President  will  grant  the  extradition  of  the 
person  claimed,  and  will  order  him  to  be  arrested  and  deHvered 
to  the  British  authorities. 

In  consequence  of  this  Decree,  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
shall  give  orders  that  search  be  made  for  the  fugitive  criminal, 
and  in  case  of  his  arrest,  that  he  be  conducted  to  the  French 
frontier,  to  be  delivered  to  the  person  authorized  by  Her 
Britannic  Majesty's  Government  to  receive  him. 

Should  it  so  happen  that  the  documents  furnished  by  the 
British  Government,  with  the  view  of  establishing  the  identity 
of  the  fugitive  criminal,  and  that  the  particulars  collected  by 
the  agents  of  the  French  Police  with  the  same  view,  be  con- 
sidered insufficient,  notice  shall  be  immediately  given  to  the 
Ambassador  or  other  Diplomatic  Agent  of  Her  Britannic 
Majesty  in  France,  and  the  fugitive  person,  if  he  has  been 


XCIV  APPENDIX. 

arrested,  shall  remain  in  custody  until  the  British  Grovemment 
has  been  able  to  furnish  further  evidence  in  order  to  establish 
his  identity  or  to  throw  light  on  other  difficulties  in  the 
examination. 

Article  VII. 

In  the  dominions  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  other  than  the 
Colonies  or  Foreign  Possessions  of  Her  Majesty,  the  manner 
of  proceeding  shall  be  as  follows : — 

(A)  In  the  case  of  a  person  accused — The  requisition  for  the 
surrender  shall  be  made  to  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Principal 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  by  the  Ambassador  or 
other  Diplomatic  Agent  of  the  President  of  the  French 
Republic,  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of  arrest  or  other  equiva- 
lent judicial  document,  issued  by  a  Judge  or  Magistrate  duly 
authorized  to  take  cognizance  of  the  acts  charged  against  the 
accused  in  France,  together  with  duly  authenticated  deposi- 
tions or  statements  taken  on  oath  before  such  Judge  or  Magis- 
trate, clearly  setting  forth  the  said  acts,  and  containing  a 
description  of  the  person  claimed,  and  any  particulars  which 
may  serve  to  identify  him.  The  said  Secretary  of  State  shall 
transmit  such  documents  to  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Principal 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  who  shall  then, 
by  order  under  his  hand  and  seal,  signify  to  some  Police 
Magistrate  in  London  that  such  requisition  has  been  made, 
and  require  him,  if  there  be  due  cause,  to  issue  his  warrant  for 
the  apprehension  of  the  fugitive. 

On  the  receipt  of  such  order  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  on  the  production  of  such  evidence  as  would,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Magistrate,  justify  the  issue  of  the  warrant  if 
the  crime  had  been  committed  in  the  United  Kingdom,  he 
shall  issue  his  warrant  accordingly. 

When  the  fugitive  shall  have  been  apprehended,  he  shall  be 
brought  before  the  Police  Magistrate  who  issued  the  warrant. 
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or  some  other  Police  Magistrate  in  London.  If  the  evidence 
to  be  then  produced  shall  be  such  as  to  justify,  according  to 
the  law  of  England,  the  committal  for  trial  of  the  prisoner,  if 
the  crime  of  which  he  is  accused  had  been  committed  in 
England,  the  Police  Magistrate  shall  commit  him  to  prison  to 
await  the  warrant  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  his  surrender ; 
sending  immediately  to  the  Secretary  of  State  a  certificate  of 
the  committal  and  a  report  upon  the  case. 

After  the  expiration  of  a  period  from  the  committal  of  the 
prisoner,  which  shall  never  be  less  than  fifteen  days,  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall,  by  order  under  his  hand  and  seal,  order 
the  fugitive  criminal  to  be  surrendered  to  such  person  as  may 
be  duly  authorized  to  receive  him  on  the  part  of  the  President 
of  the  French  Eepublic. 

(B)  In  the  case  of  a  person  convicted — The  course  of  pro- 
ceeding shall  be  the  same  as  in  the  case  of  a  person  accused, 
except  that  the  warrant  to  be  transmitted  by  the  Ambassador 

*  or  other  Diplomatic  Agent  in  support  of  his  requisition  shall 
clearly  set  forth  the  crime  of  which  the  person  claimed  has  been 
convicted,  and  state  the  fact,  place,  and  date  of  his  conviction. 
The  evidence  to  be  produced  before  the  Police  Magistrate  shall 
be  such  as  would,  according  to  the  law  of  England,  prove  that 
the  prisoner  was  convicted  of  the  crime  charged. 

(C)  Persons  convicted  by  judgment  in  default  or  arrit  de 
contumace  shall  be  in  the  matter  of  extradition  considered  as 
persons  accused,  and,  as  such,  be  surrendered. 

(D)  After  the  Police  Magistrate  shall  have  committed  the 
accused  or  convicted  person  to  prison  to  await  the  order  of  a 
Secretary  of  State  for  his  surrender,  such  person  shall  have  the 
right  to  apply  for  a  writ  of  habeaa  corpus;  if  he  should  so 
apply,  his  surrender  must  be  deferred  until  after  the  decision 
of  the  Court  upon  the  return  to  the  writ,  and  even  then  can 
only  take  place  if  the  decision  is  adverse  to  the  applicant.  In 
the  latter  case  the  Court  may  at  once  order  his  delivery  to  the 
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person  authorized  to  receive  him,  without  the  order  of  a 
Secretary  of  State  for  his  surrender,  or  commit  him  to  prison 
to  await  such  order. 

Aeticle  VIII. 

Warrants,  depositions,  or  statements  on  oath,  issued  or  taken 
in  the  dominions  of  either  of  the  two  High  Contracting 
Parties,  and  copies  thereof,  and  certificates  of  or  judicial  docu- 
ments stating  the  facts  of  conviction,  shall  be  received  in 
evidence  in  proceedings  in  the  dominions  of  the  other  if  pur- 
porting to  be  signed  or  certified  by  a  Judge,  Magistrate,  or 
officer  of  the  country  where  they  were  issued  or  taken :  provided 
such  warrants,  depositions,  statements,  copies,  certificates,  and 
judicial,  documents  are  authenticated  by  the  oath  of  some 
witness,  or  by  being  sealed  with  the  official  seal  of  the  Minister 
of  Justice  or  some  other  Minister  of  State. 

Article  IX. 

A  fugitive  criminal  may  be  apprehended  under  a  warrant 
ssued  by  any  Police  Magistrate,  Justice  of  the  Peace,  or  other 
competent  authority  in  either  country,  on  such  information  or 
complaint,  and  such  evidence,  or  after  such  proceedings  as 
would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  person  issuing  the  warrant,  justify 
the  issue  of  a  warrant,  if  the  crime  had  been  committed  or  the 
prisoner  convicted  in  that  part  of  the  dominions  of  the  two 
Contracting  Parties  in  which  the  Magistrate  exercises  jurisdic 
tion :  provided,  however,  that,  in  the  United  Kingdom,  the 
accused  shall,  in  such  case,  be  sent  ajs  speedily  as  possible  before 
a  PoHce  Magistrate  in  London.  He  shaU  be  discharged,  as 
weU  in  the  United  Kingdom  as  in  Prance,  if  within  fourteen 
days  a  requisition  shaU  not  have  been  made  for  his  surrender 
by  the  Diplomatic  Agent  of  his  country  in  the  maimer  directed 
by  Articles  II.  and  IV,  of  this  Treaty. 
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The  same  rule  shall  apply  to  the  cases  of  persons  accused  or 
convicted  of  any  of  the  crimes  specified  in  this  Treaty  com- 
mitted on  the  high  seas  on  board  any  vessel  of  either  country 
which  may  come  into  a  port  of  the  other. 


Article  X. 

If  the  fugitive  criminal  who  has  been  committed  to  prison 
be  not  surrendered  and  conveyed  away  within  two  months 
after  such  committal,  or  within  two  months  after  the  decision 
of  the  Court  upon  the  return  to  a  writ  of  habecu  corpus  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  he  shall  be  dischai^d  from  custody,  unless 
sufficient  cause  be  shown  to  the  contrary. 

Article  XI. 

The  claim  for  extradition  shall  not  be  complied  with  if  the 
individual  claimed  has  been  already  tried  for  the  same  offence 
in  the  country  whence  the  extradition  is  demanded,  or  if, 
since  the  commission  of  the  acts  charged,  the  accusation  or  the 
conviction,  exemption  from  prosecution  or  punishment  has 
been  acquired  by  lapse  of  time,  according  to  the  laws  of  that 
country. 

Article  XII. 

If  the  individual  claimed  by  one  of  the  two  High  Contracting 
Parties  in  pursuance  of  the  present  Treaty  should  be  also 
claimed  by  one  or  several  other  Powers,  on  account  of  other 
crimes  committed  upon  their  respective  territories,  his  sur- 
render shall  be  granted  to  that  State  whose  demand  is  earliest 
in  date;  unless  any  other  arrangement  ohoold  be  made  between 
the  Gtovemments  which  have  claimed  him,  either  on  account 

Y  2 


XCVIU  APPENDIX. 

o^the  gravity  of  the  crimes  committed,  or  for  any  other 
reasons. 

Abticle  XIII. 

If  the  individual  claimed  should  he  under  prosecution,  or 
condemned  for  a  crime  or  offence  committed  in  the  country 
where  he  may  have  taken  refuge,  his  surrender  may  be 
deferred  until  he  shall  have  been  set  at  liberty  in  due  course 
of  law. 

In  case  he  should  be  proceeded  against  or  detained  in  such 
country  on  account  of  obligations  contracted  towards  private 
individuals,  his  surrender  shall  nevertheless  take  place. 

Article  XIV. 

Every  article  found  in  the  possession  of  the  individual  claimed 
at  the  time  of  his  arrest  shall,  if  the  competent  party  so 
decide,  be  seized,  in  order  to  be  delivered  up  with  his  person 
at  the  time  when  the  surrender  shall  be  made.  Such  deliveiy 
shall  not  be  limited  to  the  property  or  articles  obtained  by 
stealing  or  by  fraudulent  bankruptcy,  but  shall  extend  to 
everything  that  may  serve  as  proof  of  the  crime,  and  shall 
take  place  even  when  the  surrender,  after  having  been  ordered, 
shall  be  prevented  from  taking  place  by  reason  of  the  escape 
or  death  of  the  individual  claimed. 

The  rights  of  third  parties  with  regard  to  the  said  property 
or  articles  are  nevertheless  reserved. 


Article  XV, 

Each   of  the  High   Contracting  Parties  shall  defray  the 
expenses  occasioned  by  the  arrest  within  its  territories,  the 
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detention,  and  the  conveyance  to  its  frontier,  of  the  persons 
whom  it  may  have  consented  to  surrender  in  pursuance  of  the 
present  Treaty. 


Article  XVI. 

In  the  Colonies  and  foreign  Fossdssions  of  the  two  High 
Contracting  Parties  the  manner  of  proceeding  shall  he  as 
follows : — 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  refuge  in  a  Colony  or  foreign  Possession  of  either 
Party  shall  be  made  to  the  Governor  or  chief  authority  of  such 
Colony  or  Possession  by  the  chief  Consular  Officer  of  the  other 
in  such  Colony  or  Possession ;  or,  if  the  fugitive  has  escaped 
from  a  Colony  or  foreign  Possession  of  the  Party  on  whose 
behalf  the  requisition  is  made,  by  the  Governor  or  chief 
authority  of  such  Colony  or  Possession. 

Such  requisitions  may  be  disposed  of,  subject  alwa3rs,  as 
nearly  as  may  be,  to  the  provisions  of  this  Treaty,  by  the 
respective  Governors  or  chief  authorities,  who,  however,  shall 
be  at  liberty  either  to  grant  the  surrender  or  to  refer  the 
matter  to  their  Government. 

The  foregoing  stipulations  shall  not  in  any  way  affect  the 
arrangements  established  in  the  East  Indian  Possessions  of  the 
two  countries  by  the  IXth  Article  of  the  Treaty  of  the  7th 
March,  1815. 


Article  XVII. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratifications 
shall  be  exchanged  at  Paris  as  soon  as  possible. 

It  shall  come  into  operation  ten  days  after  its  publication,  in 
conformity  with  the  laws  of  the  respective  countries. 
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Either  Party  may  at  any  time  terminate  the  Treaty  on 
giving  to  the  other  six  months'  notice  of  its  intention. 

In  witness  whereof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seals  of  their 
arms. 

Done  at  Paris,  this  fourteenth  day  of  August,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  seventy-siz. 

(L.S.)        Lyons. 
(L.S.)        Decazes. 


C     ci     ) 
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Treaty  between  Heb  Majesty  and  the  Empebob  of 
Gebmany  fob  the  Mutual  Subbendeb  of  Fugititb 
Cbiminals. — Signed  at  London^  May  14,  1872. 

Ratifications  exchanged  at  London,  June  11,  1872.* 

Heb  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  His  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  Grermany, 
having  judged  it  expedient,  with  a  view  to  the  better  adminis- 
tration of  justice  and  to  the  prevention  of  crime  within  the 
two  countries  and  their  jurisdictions,  that  persons  charged  with 
or  convicted  of  the  crimes  hereinafter  enumerated,  and  being 
fugitives  from  justice,  should,  under  certain  circumstances,  be 
reciprocally  delivered  up ;  their  said  Majesties  have  named  as 
their  Plenipotentiaries  to  conclude  a  Treaty  for  this  purpose 
that  is  to  say : — 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  Bight  Honourable  Granville  George 
Earl  Granville,  Lord  Leveson,  a  Peer  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
Knight  of  the  Most  Noble  Order  of  the  Garter,  a  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Privy  Council,  Lord  Warden  of  the  Cinque 
Ports  and  Constable  of  Dover  Castle,  Chancellor  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  London,  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretary  of  Sf^te 
for  Foreign  Affairs ; 

And  His  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  Germany,  His  Minister  of 
State  and  Chamberlain,  Albert  Count  of  BemstorffStinten- 
burg,  Knight  of  the  exalted  Order  of  the  Black  Eagle,  Grand 

*  Extradition  Acta  applied  bjr  Order  in  Coaocil  from  Jul/  8,  1872. 
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Cross  of  the  Order  of  the  Red  Eagle  with  oak  leaves,  Grand 
Commander  of  the  Order  of  the  Imperial  and  Boyal  House  of 
Hohenzollem  in  diamonds,  and  Knight, of  the  Order  of  the 
Crown  with  the  Red  Cross ;  Grand  Cross  of  the  Order  of  Civil 
Merit  of  the  Crown  of  Bavaria,  and  of  the  Order  of  the  Ernest- 
ine Branch  of  the  House  of  Saxony,  Knight  of  the  Order  of 
the  Golden  Lion  of  the  House  of  Nassau,  &c.,  &c.,  &c.,  Ambas- 
sador Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  of  His  Imperial  and 
Royal  Majesty  to  Her  Britannic  Majesty ; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  re- 
spective full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed 
upon  and  concluded  the  following  Articles  :— 

Abticlb  I. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  engage  to  deliver  up  to  each 
other  those  persons  who,  being  accused  or  convicted  of  a  crime 
committed  in  the  territory  of  the  one  Party,  shall  be  found 
within  the  territory  of  the  other  Party,  under  the  circum- 
stances and  conditions  stated  in  the  present  Treaty. 

AllTlCLB  II. 

The  crimes  for  which  the  extradition  is  to  be  granted  are 
the  following  :— 

(1.)  Murder,  or  attempt  to  murder. 

(2.)  Manslaughter. 

(3.)  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  uttering  or  bringing 
into  circulation  counterfeit  or  altered  money. 

(4.)  Forgery  or  counterfeiting,  or  altering  or  uttering 
what  is  forged  or  counterfeited  or  altered ;  compre- 
hending the  crimes  designated  in  the  German  Penal 
Code  as  counterfeiting  or  falsification  of  paper- 
money,  bank  notes,  or  other  securities,  forgery  or 
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falsification  of  other  public  or  private  documents, 
likewise  the  uttering  or  bringing  into  circulation,  or 
wilfully  using  such  counterfeited,  forged  or  falsified 
papers. 

(5.)  Embezzlement  or  larceny. 

(6.)  Obtaining  money  or  goods  by  false  pretences. 

(7.)  Crimes  by  bankrupts  against  bankruptcy  law ;  compre- 
hending the  crimes  designated  in  the  German  Penal 
Code  as  bankruptcy  liable  to  prosecution. 

(8.)  Fraud  by  a  bailee,  banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee,  or 
director,  or  member  or  public  ofiicer  of  any  company, 
made  criminal  by  any  law  for  the  time  being  in 
force. 

(9.)  Bape. 

(10.)  Abduction. 

(11.)  ChUd-stealing. 

(12.)  Burglary  or  housebreaking. 

(13.)  Arson. 

(14.)  Robbery  with  violence. 

(15.)  Threats  by  letter,  or  otherwise,  with  intent  to  extort. 

(16.)  Sinking  or  destroying  a  vessel  at  sea,  or  attempting  to 
do  so. 

(17.)  Assaults  on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas,  with  intent 
to  destroy  life,  or  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm. 

(18.)  Revolt,  or  conspiracy  to  revolt,  by  two  or  more  persons 
on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas,  against  the  authority 
of  the  master. 

The  extradition  is  also  to  take  place  for  pai-ticipation  in  any 
of  the  aforesaid  crimes,  provided  such  participation  be  punish- 
able by  the  laws  of  both  the  Contracting  Parties. 

Article  III. 

Ko  German  shall  be  delivered  up  by  any  of  the  Governments 
of  the  Empire  to  the  Government  of  the  United  Elingdom ;  and 
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no  subject  of  the  United  Kingdom  shall  be  delivered  up  by  the 
Grovemment  thereof  to  any  German  Government. 

Abticle  IV. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if  the  person  claimed  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  the 
person  claimed  on  the  part  of  any  of  the  Governments  of  the 
German  Empire,  has  already  been  tried  and  discharged  or 
punished,  or  is  still  under  trial,  in  one  of  the  States  of  the 
German  Empire,  or  in  the  United  Kingdom,  respectively,  for 
the  crime  for  which  his  extradition  is  demanded. 

If  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  or  if  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  any  of 
the  Governments  of  the  German  Empire,  should  be  under  exami- 
nation for  any  other  crime  in  one  of  the  States  of  the  German 
Empire,  or  in  the  United  Kingdom,  respectively,  his  extradi- 
tion shall  be  deferred  until  the  conclusion  of  the  trial,  and  the 
full  execution  of  any  punishment  awarded  to  him. 

Abticlb  V. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  plaee  if,  subsequently  to  the 
commission  of  the  crime,  or  the  institution  of  the  penal  prose- 
cution, or  the  conviction  thereon,  exemption  from  prosecution 
or  punishment  has  been  acquired  by  lapse  of  time,  according 
to  the  laws  of  the  State  applied  to. 

Abticlb  VL 

A  fugitive  criminal  shall  not  be  surrendered  if  the  offence  in 
respect  of  which  his  siirrender  is  demanded  is  one  of  a  political 
character,  or  if  he  prove  that  the  requisition  for  his  surrender 
has  in  fact  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  or  punish  him  for 
an  offence  of  a  political  character. 
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Abticle  VIL 

A  person  surrendered  can  in  no  case  be  kept  in  prison,  or  be 
brought  to  trial  in  the  State  to  which  the  surrender  has  been 
made,  for  any  other  crime  or  on  account  of  any  other  matters 
than  those  for  which  the  extradition  shall  have  taken  place. 

This  stipulation  does  not  apply  to  crimes  committed  after 
the  extradition. 

Article  VIIL 

The  requisition  for  extradition  shall  be  made  through  the 
Diplomatic  Agents  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties, 
respectively. 

The  requisition  for  the  extradition  of  an  accused  person 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of  arrest  issued  by  the 
competent  authority  of  the  State  requiring  the  extradition,  and 
by  such  evidence  as,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  place  where 
the  accused  is  found,  would  justify  his  arrest  if  the  crime  had 
been  committed  there. 

If  the  requisition  relates  to  a  person  already  convicted,  it 
must  be  accompanied  by  the  sentence  of  condemnation  passed 
against  the  convicted  person  by  the  competent  Court  of  the 
State  that  makes  the  requisition  for  extradition. 

A  requisition  for  extradition  cannot  be  f oimded  on  sentences 
passed  in  contuuvjiciam. 

Article  IX« 

If  the  requisition  for  extradition  be  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  stipulations,  the  competent  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  proceed  to  the  arrest  of  the  fugitive. 

The  prisoner  is  then  to  be  brought  before  a  competent  Magis-* 
ttfttOi  who  is  to  examine  him  and  to  conduct  the  preliminary 
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investigation  of  the  cose,  just  as  if  the  apprehension  had  taken 
place  for  a  crime  committed  in  the  same  country. 

Abticle  X. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  hefore  the  expiration  of 
fifteen  days  from  the  apprehension,  and  then  only  if  the  evi- 
dence be  found  sufficient,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  State 
applied  to,  either  to  justify  the  committal  of  the  prisoner  for 
trial,  in  case  the  crime  had  been  committed  in  the  ten^tory  of 
the  said  State,  or  to  prove  that  the  prisoner  is  the  identical 
person  convicted  by  the  Courts  of  the  State  which  makes  the 
requisition. 

Article  XI. 

In  the  examinations  which  they  have  to  make  in  accordance 
with  the  foregoing  stipulations,  the  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  admit  as  entirely  valid  evidence  the  sworn 
depositions  or  statements  of  witnesses  taken  in  the  other  State 
or  copies  thereof,  and  likewise  the  warrants  and  sentences  issued 
therein,  provided  such  documents  are  signed  or  certified  by  a 
Judge,  Magistrate,  or  ofiicer  of  such  State,  and  are  authenti- 
cated by  the  oath  of  some  witness,  or  by  being  sealed  by  the 
official  seal  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  or  some  other  Minister 
of  State. 

Article  XII. 

If  sufficient  evidence  for  the  extradition  be  not  produced 
within  two  months  from  the  date  of  the  apprehension  of  the 
fugitive,  he  shall  be  set  at  liberty. 

Article  XIII. 

All  articles  seised  which  were  in  the  possession  of  the  person 
to  be  surrendered  at  the  tims  of  his  apprehension  shall,  if  the 
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competent  authority  of  the  State  applied  to  for  the  extradition 
has  ordered  the  delivery  thereof^  be  given  up  when  the  extra- 
dition takes  place;  and  the  said  delivery  shall  extend  not 
merely  to  the  stolen  articles,  but  to  everything  that  may  serve 
as  a  proof  of  the  crime. 

Article  XIV. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  renounce  any  claim  for  the 
reimbursement  of  the  expenses  incurred  by  them  in  the  arrest 
and  maintenance  of  the  person  to  be  surrendered,  and  his  con- 
veyance till  placed  on  board  ship ;  they  reciprocally  agree  to 
bear  such  expenses  themselves. 

Article  XV. 

The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  be  applicable  to 
the  Colonies  and  foreign  possessions  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  refuge  in  any  of  such  Colonies  or  foreign  possessions 
shall  be  made  to  the  Qovemor  or  Chief  Authority  of  such 
Colony  or  possession  by  the  Chief  Consular  Officer  of  the  Qerman 
Empire  in  such  Colony  or  possession. 

Such  requisitions  may  be  disposed  of,  subject  always,  as 
nearly  as  may  be,  to  the  provisions  of  this  Treaty,  by  the  said 
Gtovemor  or  Chief  Authority,  who,  however,  shall  be  at  liberty 
either  to  grant  the  surrender,  or  to  refer  the  matter  to  his 
Government. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  shall,  however,  be  at  liberty  to  make 
special  arrangements  in  the  British  Colonies  and  foreign  pos- 
sessions for  the  surrender  of  Crerman  criminals,  who  9iay  take 
refuge  within  such  Colonies  and  foreign  possessions,  on  the 
basis,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  of  the  provisions  of  the  present 
Treaty. 
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The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  from 
any  Colony  or  foreign  possession  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty 
shall  be  governed  by  the  rules  laid  down  in  the  preceding 
Articles  of  the  present  Treaty. 

Abticlb  XVL 

The  present  Treaty  shall  come  into  force  ten  days  after  its 
publication  in  conformity  with  the  forms  prescribed  by  the 
laws  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties.  It  may  be  terminated 
by  either  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties,  but  shall  remain  in 
force  for  six  months  after  notice  has  been  given  for  its  ter- 
mination. 

The  Treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratifications  shall  be 
exchanged  at  London  in  four  weeks,  or  sooner  if  possible. 

In  witness  whereof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seal  of  their 
arms. 

Done  at  London,  the  fourteenth  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of 
our  Lord  One  Thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-two. 

(L.S.)        Granville. 
(L.S.)        Bernstobff. 


Protocol. 

The  undersigned  Plenipotentiaries  of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen 
of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  of 
His  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  Germany,  in  proceeding  this  day 
to  the  signature  of  the  Treaty  concluded  between  their  said 
Majesties  for  the  mutual  surrender  of  fugitive  criminals,  have 
agreed  that  the  Convention  for  the  same  purpose  which  was 
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signed  between  Her  Britannic  Majesty  and  His  Majesty  the 
King  of  Prussia,  on  the  5th  of  March,  1864,  shall  be  cancelled 
from  and  alter  the  day  on  which  the  Treaty  signed  this  day 
shall  come  into  operation,  after  having  been  ratified  by  the 
High  Contracting  Parties. 
London,  the  14th  of  May,  1872. 

Granville. 
Bebnstobff. 


(     ex     ) 


GUATEMALA. 

Treaty  betwkbk  Heb  Majesty  and  the  President  op  the 
Republic  of  Guatemala  for  the  Mutual  Extradition 
OF  FuGiTivB  Criminals. — Signed  ai  Guatemala,  Jvly  4, 

1885. 
Ratifications  exchanged  at  Guatemala,  September  6,  1886.* 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  his  Excellency  the  President  of  the 
Republic  of  Guatemala,  having  judged  it  expedient,  with  a 
view  to  the  better  administration  of  justice  and  to  the  preven- 
tion of  crime  within  the  two  countries  and  their  jurisdictions, 
that  persons  charged  with  or  convicted  of  the  crimes  or  offences 
hereinafter  enumerated,  and  being  fugitives  from  justice,  should, 
under  certain  circumstances,  be  reciprocally  delivered  up,  have 
named  as  their  Plenipotentiaries  to  conclude  a  Treaty  (that  is 

to  say) : 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kmgdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  James  Plaister  Harriss-Gastrell,  Esquire, 
Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Minister  Resident  and  Consul-General 
to  the  Republic  of  Guatemala ; 

And  his  Excellency  the  President  of  the  Republic  of  Guate- 
mala, his  Excellency  Senor  Don  Manuel  J.  Dardon,  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  of  the  Republic  of  Guatemala ; 

Who  after  ha\dng  communicated  to  each  other  their  respec- 
tive full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed  upon 
and  concluded  the  following  Articles : — 

♦  Extradition  Acts  applied  by  Order  in  Council  from  Dec.  13,  1886. 
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Article  I. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  engage  to  deliver  up  to  each 
other,  under  the  circumstances  and  conditions  stated  in  the 
present  Treaty,  those  persons  who,  being  accused  or  convicted 
of  any  of  the  crimes  or  offences  enumerated  in  Article  II.,  com- 
mitted in  the  territory  of  the  one  Party,  shall  be  found  within 
the  territory  of  the  other  Party. 


Article  II. 

The  extradition  shall  be  reciprocally  granted  for  the  following 
crimes  or  offences : — 

1.  Murder  (including  assassination,  parricide,  infanticide, 
poisoning),  or  attempt  to  murder. 

2.  Manslaughter. 

d.  Administering  drugs  or  using  instruments  with  intent  to 
procure  the  miscarriage  of  women. 

4.  Eape. 

5.  Aggravated  or  indecent  assault ;  carnal  knowledge  of  a 
girl  under  the  age  of  10  years ;  carnal  knowledge  of  a  girl  above 
the  age  of  10  years  and  under  the  age  of  12  years  ;  indecent 
assault  upon  any  female,  or  any  attempt  to  have  carnal  know- 
ledge of  a  girl  under  12  years  of  age. 

6.  Kidnapping  and  false  imprisonment,  child-stealing,  aban- 
doning, exposing,  or  unlawfully  detaining  children. 

7.  Abduction  of  minors. 

8.  Bigamy. 

9.  Wounding,  or  inflicting  grievous  bodily  harm. 

10.  Assaulting  a  Magistrate,  or  peace  or  public  officer. 

11.  Threats,  by  letter  or  otherwise,  with  intent  to  extort 
money  or  other  things  of  value. 

12.  Perjury  or  subornation  of  perjury. 
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18,  Arson. 

14.  Burglary  or  housebreaking,  robbeiy  with  violence,  lar- 
ceny, or  embezzlement. 

15.  Fraud  by  a  bailee,  banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee,  director, 
member,  or  public  officer  of  any  company,  made  criminal  by 
any  law  for  the  time  being  in  force. 

16.  Obtaining  money,  valuable  security,  or  goods  by  false 
pretences;  receiving  any  money,  valuable  security,  or  other 
property,  knowing  the  same  to  have  been  stolen  or  unlawfully 
obtained. 

17  (a.)  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  or  bringing  into 
circulation  counterfeited  or  altered  money. 

(6.)  Forgery,  or  counterfeiting  or  altering,  or  uttering  what 
is  forged,  counterfeited,  or  altered. 

(c)  Knowingly  making,  without  lawful  authority,  any 
instrument,  tool,  or  engine  adapted  and  intended  for  the 
counterfeiting  of  coin  of  the  realm  or  national  coin. 

18.  Crimes  against  bankruptcy  law. 

19.  Any  malicious  act  done  with  intent  to  endanger  persons 
in  a  railway  train. 

20.  Malicious  injury  to  property,  if  such  offence  be  indictable. 

21.  Crimes  committed  at  sea. 
(a.)  Piracy,  by  the  law  of  nations. 

(6.)  Sinking  or  destroying  a  vessel  at  sea,  or  attempting  or 
conspiring  to  do  so. 

(c.)  Revolt,  or  conspiracy  to  revolt,  by  two  or  more  persons 
on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  against  the  authority  of  the 
master. 

(d,)  Assault  on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  with  intent  to 
destroy  life,  or  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm. 

22.  Dealing  in  slaves  in  such  manner  as  to  constitute  an 
offence  against  the  laws  of  both  countries. 

The  extradition  is  also  to  take  place  for  participation  in  any 
of  the  aforesaid  crimes  as  an  accessory  before  or  after  the  far^, 
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provided  such  participation  be  punishable  by  the  laws  of  both 
Contracting  Parties. 

Article  III. 

No  Guatemalan  shall  be  delivered  up  by  the  Grovermnent  of 
Guatemala  to  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
no  subject  of  the  United  Kingdom  shall  be  delivered  up  by  the 
(Government  thereof  to  the  Government  of  Guatemala. 

Article  IV. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if  the  person  claimed  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  the 
person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  Guatemala, 
has  already  been  tried  and  discharged  or  punished,  or  is  still 
under  trial  in  the  territory  of  Guatemala  or  in  the  United 
Kingdom  respectively  for  the  crime  for  which  his  extradition 
is  demanded. 

If  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  or  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  Guate- 
mala, should  be  under  examination  for  any  other  crime  in  the 
territory  of  Guatemala  or  in  the  United' Kingdom  respectively, 
his  extradition  shall  be  deferred  until  the  conclusion  of  the 
trial  and  the  fuU  execution  of  any  punishment  awarded 
to  him.  / 

Abltiole  Y. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if,  subsequently  to  the 
commission  of  the  crime,  or  the  institution  of  the  penal  prose- 
cution or  the  conviction  thereon,  exemption  from  prosecution 
or  punishment  has  been  acquired  by  lapse  of  time,  according 
to  the  laws  of  the  State  applied  to. 

Z  2 
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Abtiolx   YI. 

A  fugitive  criminal  shall  not  be  surrendered  if  the  offence 
in  respect  of  which  his  surrender  is  demanded  is  one  of  a 
political  character,  or  if  he  prove  that  the  requisition  for  his 
surrender  has,  in  fact,  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  or  punish 
him  for  an  offence  of  a  political  character. 

Article  VII. 

A  person  surrendered  can  in  no  case  be  kept  in  prison  or  be 
brought  to  trial  in  the  State  to  which  the  surrender  has  been 
made,  for  any  other  crime,  or  on  account  of  any  other  matters, 
than  those  for  which  the  extradition  shall  have  taken  place. 
This  stipulation  does  not  apply  to  crimes  committed  after  the 
extradition. 

Abticle  YIII. 

The  requisition  for  extradition  shaU  be  made  through  the 
Diplomatic  Agents  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  respec- 
tively. 

The  requisition  for  the  extradition  of  an  accused  person 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of  arrest  issued  by  the  com- 
petent authority  of  the  State  requiring  the  extradition,  and  by 
such  evidence  as,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  place  where  the 
accused  is  found,  would  justify  his  arrest  if  the  crime  had  been 
committed  there. 

If  the  requisition  relates  to  a  person  already  convicted,  it 
must  be  accompanied  by  the  sentence  of  condemnation  passed 
against  the  convicted  person  by  the  competent  Court  of  the 
State  that  makes  the  requisition  for  extradition. 

A  requisition  for  extradition  cannot  be  founded  solely  on 
sentences  passed  in  oorUumaciam,  but  persons  convicted  for 
contumacy  shall  be  deemed  to  be  accused  persons. 
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Abtxclb  IX. 

If  the  requisition  for  extradition  be  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  stipulations,  the  competent  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  proceed  to  the  arrest  of  the  fugitive. 

The  prisoner  is  then  to  be  brought  before  a  competent  Magis- 
trate, who  is  to  examine  him,  and  to  conduct  the  preliminary 
investigation  of  the  case,  just  as  if  the  apprehension  had  taken 
place  for  a  crime  committed  in  the  same  country. 

Abticlb  X. 

A  fugitive  criminal  may  be  apprehended  under  a  warrant 
issued  by  any  Police  Magistrate,  Justice  of  the  Peace,  or  other 
competent  authority  in  either  country,  on  such  information  or 
complaint,  and  such  evidence,  or  after  such  proceedings  as 
would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  authority  issuing  the  warrant, 
justify  the  issue  of  a  warrant  if  the  prime  had  been  committed 
or  the  person  convicted  in  that  part  of  the  dominions  of  the 
two  Contracting  Parties  in  which  the  Magistrate,  Justice  of 
the  Peace,  or  other  competent  authority  exercises  jurisdiction : 
provided,  however,  that  in  the  United  Kingdom  the  accused 
shall,  in  such  case,  be  sent  as  speedily  as  possible  before  a 
Police  Magistrate  in  London.  He  shall,  in  accordance  with 
this  Article,  be  discharged,  as  well  in  Guatemala  as  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  if  within  the  term  of  thirty  days  a  requisition 
for  extradition  shall  not  have  been  made  by  the  Diplomatic 
Agent  of  his  country  in  accordance  with  the  stipulations  of  this 
Treaty. 

The  same  rule  shall  apply  to  the  cases  of  persons  accused  or 
convicted  of  any  of  the  crimes  or  offences  specified  in  this 
Treaty,  and  committed  on  the  high  seas  on  board  any  vessel  of 
either  country  which  may  come  into  a  port  of  the  other. 
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Abticlb   XI. 

The  extradition  shall  take  place  only  if  the  evidence  be  found 
sufficient,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  State  applied  to,  either 
to  justify  the  committal  of  the  prisoner  for  trial,  in  case  the 
crime  had  been  committed  in  the  territory  of  the  same  State, 
or  to  prove  that  the  prisoner  is  the  identical  person  convicted 
by  the  Courts  of  the  State  which  makes  the  requisition,  and  no 
criminal  shall  be  surrendered  until  after  the  expiration  of 
fifteen  days  from  the  date  of  his  committal  to  prison  to  await 
the  warrant  for  his  surrender. 


Abticle  XII. 

In  the  examinations  which  they  have  to  make  in  accordance 
with  the  foregoing  stipulations,  the  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  admit  as  entirely  valid  evidence  the  sworn 
depositions  or  statements  of  witnesses  taken  in  the  other  State, 
or  copies  thereof,  and  likewise  the  warrants  and  sentences 
issued  therein,  provided  such  documents  purport  to  be  signed 
or  certified  by  a  Judge,  Magistrate,  or  Officer  of  such  State, 
and  are  authenticated  by  the  oath  of  some  witness,  or  by  being 
sealed  with  the  official  seal  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  or  some 
other  Minister  of  State. 


Article  XIII. 

If  the  individual  claimed  by  one  of  the  two  High  Contract- 
ing Parties,  in  pursuance  of  the  present  Treaty,  should  be  also 
claimed  by  one  or  several  other  Powers,  on  account  of  other 
crimes  or  offences  committed  upon  their  respective  territories, 
his  extradition  shall  be  granted  to  that  State  whose  demand  is 
earliest  in  date ;  unless  any  other  arrangement  should  have 
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been  made  between  the  different  Governments  to  determine 
the  preference,  either  on  account  of  the  gravity  of  the  crime  or 
offence,  or  for  any  other  reason. 

Article  XIV. 

If  sufficient  evidence  for  the  extradition  be  not  produced 
within  three  months  from  the  date  of  the  apprehension  of  the 
fugitive,  he  shall  be  set  at  liberty. 

Article  XV. 

All  articles  seized  which  were  in  the  possession  of  the  person 
to  be  surrendered  at  the  time  of  his  apprehension  shall,  if  the 
competent  authority  of  the  State  applied  to  for  the  extradition 
has  ordered  the  delivery  of  such  articles,  be  given  up  when  the 
extradition  takes  place;  and  the  said  delivery  shall  extend,  not 
merely  to  the  stolen  articles,  but  to  everything  that  may  serve 
as  a  proof  of  the  crime. 

Article  XVI. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  renoimce  any  claim  for  the 
reimbursement  of  the  expenses  incurred  by  them  in  the  arrest 
and  maintenance  of  the  person  to  be  surrendered  and  his  con- 
veyance till  placed  on  board  ship ;  they  reciprocally  agree  to 
bear  such  expenses  themselves. 

Article  XVII. 

The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  be  applicable 
to  the  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions  of  Her  Britannic 
Majesty. 
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The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  refuge  in  any  of  such  Colonies  or  foreign  Possessions 
shall  be  made  to  the  Governor  or  Chief  Authority  of  such  Colony 
or  Possession  by  the  Chief  Consular  Officer  of  the  Republic  of 
Guatemala  in  such  Colony  or  Possession. 

Such  requisition  may  be  disposed  of,  subject  always,  as  nearly 
as  may  be,  to  the  provisions  of  this  Treaty,  by  the  said  Crovemor 
or  Chief  Authority,  who,  however,  shall  be  at  liberty  either 
to  grant  the  surrender  or  to  refer  the  matter  to  his 
Government. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  shall,  however,  be  at  liberty  to  make 
special  arrangements  in  the  British  Colonies  and  foreign  Pos- 
sessions for  the  surrender  of  Guatemalan  criminals  who  may 
take  refuge  within  such  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions,  on 
the  basis,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  of  the  provisions  of  the  present 
Treaty. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  from 
any  Colony  or  foreign  Possession  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty 
shall  be  governed  by  the  rules  laid  down  in  the  preceding 
Articles  of  the  present  Treaty. 


Article  XVII. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  come  into  force  ten  days  after  its 
publication,  in  conformity  with  the  forms  prescribed  by  the 
laws  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties.  It  may  be  terminated 
by  either  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties,  but  shall  remain  in 
force  for  six  months  after  notice  has  been  given  for  its  termi- 
nation. 

The  Treaty,  after  receiving  the  approval  of  the  Congress  of 
Guatemala,  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratification  shall  be 
exchanged  at  London  as  soon  as  possible. 
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In  witness  whereof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seal  of  their 
arms. 

Done  at  Guatemala,  the  fourth  day  of  July,  in  the  year  of 
Our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-five. 

(L.S.)        J.  P.  Harriss-Gastbell. 
(L.S.)        M.  J.  Dardon. 
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HAYTI. 

Tbeatt  bbt\i'een  Heb  Majestt  and  the  President  of  the 
Republic  of  Hatti  fob  the  Mutual  Subeemdeb  of 
Fugitive  Cbiminals. — Signed  at  Port^LUrPrince^  Decem- 
ber 7, 1874. 

BatificatioDB  exchanged  at  Port-au-Prinoe,  September  2, 1875.* 

Heb  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  His  Excellency  the  President  of  the 
Bepublic  of  Hayti,  having  judged  it  expedient,  with  a  view  to 
a  better  administration  of  justice,  and  to  the  prevention  of 
crime  within  the  two  countries  and  their  jurisdictions,  that 
persons  charged  with  or  convicted  of  the  crimes  hereinafter 
enumerated,  and  being  fugitives  from  justice,  should,  under 
certain  circumstances,  be  reciprocally  delivered  up ; 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  and  the  President  of  Hayti  have 
named  as  their  Plenipotentiaries  to  conclude  a  Treaty  for  this 
purpose,  that  is  to  say : 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  Spenser  St.  John,  Esq.,  Minister-Besident 
and  Consul-General  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty  in  the  Bepublic 
of  Hayti  and  her  Oharg^  d'Afiaires  in  the  Dominican  He- 
public; 

And  His  Excellency  the  President  of  the  Bepublic  of  Hayti, 
M.  Surville  Toussaint,  ex-Senator ; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  re- 
spective full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed 
upon  and  concluded  the  following  Articles  : — 

*  Extradition  Acts  applied  by  Order  in  Council  from  Feb.  21,  1876. 
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Abtiolb  I. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  engage  to  deliver  np  to  each 
other  those  persons  who,  being  accused  or  convicted  of  a  crime 
committed  in  the  territory  of  the  one  Party,  shall  be  found 
within  the  territory  of  the  other  Party,  under  the  circumstances 
and  conditions  stated  in  the  present  Treaty. 

Abticls  II. 

The  crimes  for  which  the  extradition  is  to  be  granted  are 
the  following : — 

1.  Murder,  or  attempt  to  murder. 

2.  Manslaughter. 

3.  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  uttering  or  bringing 
into  circulation  counterfeit  or  altered  money. 

4.  Forgery,  or  counterfeiting,  or  altering,  or  uttering  what 
is  forged  or  counterfeited  or  altered. 

5.  Embezzlement  or  larceny. 

6.  Obtaining  money  or  goods  by  false  pretences. 

7.  Malicious  injury  to  property,  if  the  offence  be  indictable. 

8.  Crimes  against  bankruptcy  law. 

9.  Fraud  by  a  bailee,  banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee,  or 
director,  or  member  or  public  officer  of  any  company,  made 
criminal  by  any  law  for  the  time  being  in  force. 

10.  Perjury  or  subornation  of  perjury. 

11.  Bape. 

12.  Abduction. 

13.  Child-stealing. 

14.  False  imprisonment. 

15.  Burglary  or  housebreaking. 

16.  Arson. 

17.  Robbery  with  violence. 

18.  Threats,  by  letter  or  otherwise,  with  intent  to  extort. 
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19.  Piracy  by  law  of  nations. 

20.  Sinking  or  destroying  a  vessel  at  sea,  or  attempting  or 
conspiring  to  do  so. 

21.  Assaults  on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  with  intent 
to  destroy  life,  or  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm. 

22.  Bevolt  or  conspiracy  to  revolt  by  two  or  more  persons 
on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas,  against  the  authority  of  the 
master. 

The  extradition  is  also  to  take  place  for  participation  in  any 
of  the  aforesaid  crimes,  provided  such  participation  be  punish- 
able by  the  laws  of  both  the  Contracting  Parties. 

Abtiole  III. 

No  Haytian  shall  be  delivered  up  by  the  Government  of 
Hayti  to  the  Grovemment  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  no 
subject  of  the  United  Kingdom  shall  be  delivered  up  by  the 
Grovernment  thereof  to  the  Government  of  Hayti. 

Abticle  IV. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if  the  person  claimed  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  the 
person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  Republic 
of  Hayti,  has  already  been  tried  and  discharged,  or  punished, 
or  is  still  under  trial  in  Hayti  or  in  the  United  Kingdom 
respectively,  for  the  crime  for  which  his  extradition  is 
demanded. 

If  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  or  if  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  the  Republic  of  Hayti,  should  be  under  exami- 
nation for  any  other  crime  in  Hayti  or  in  the  United  King- 
dom respectively,  his  extradition  shall  be  deferred  until  the 
conclusion  of  the  trial,  and  the  full  execution  of  any  punish- 
ment awarded  to  him. 


TBEATY   WITH   HAYTI.  CXXUl 

Abticlb  V. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if,  subsequently  to  the 
commission  of  the  crime,  or  the  institution  of  the  penal  pro- 
secution, or  the  conviction  thereon,  exemption  from  prosecution 
or  punishment  has  been  acquired  by  lapse  of  time,  according  to 
the  laws  of  the  State  applied  to. 

Article  YI. 

A  fugitive  criminal  shall  not  be  surrendered  if  the  offence  in      \ 
respect  of  which  his  surrender  is  demanded  is  one  of  a  political 
character,  or  if  he  prove  that  the  requisition  for  his  surrender 
has,  in  fact,  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  or  punish  him  for 
an  offence  of  a  political  character. 

Abticlb  VII. 

A  person  surrendered  can  in  no  case  be  kept  in  prison,  or 
be  brought  to  trial  in  the  State  to  which  the  surrender  has 
been  made,  for  any  other  crime  or  on  account  of  any  other 
matters  than  those  for  which  the  extradition  shall  have  taken 
place. 

This  stipulation  does  not  apply  to  crimes  committed  after 
the  extradition. 

Article  VIII. 

The  requisition  for  extradition  shall  be  made  through 
the  Diplomatic  Agents  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties 
respectively. 

The  requisition  for  the  extradition  of  an  accused  person 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of  arrest  issued  by  the 
competent  authority  of  the  State  requiring  the  extradition, 
and  by  such  evidence  as,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  place 
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where  the  accused  is  found,  would  justify  his  arrest  if  the 
crime  had  heen  committed  there. 

If  the  requisition  relates  to  a  person  already  convicted,  it 
must  be  accompanied  by  the  sentence  of  condemnation  passed 
against  the  convicted  person  by  the  competent  Court  of  the 
State  that  makes  the  requisition  for  extradition. 

A  requisition  for  extradition  cannot  be  founded  on  sentences 
passed  in  eorUumaciam, 

Abticle  IX. 

If  the  requisition  for  extradition  be  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  stipulations,  the  competent  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  proceed  to  the  arrest  of  the  fugitive. 

The  prisoner  is  then  to  be  brought  before  a  competent 
Magistrate,  who  is  to  examine  him,  and  to  conduct  the  pre- 
liminary investigation  of  the  case,  just  as  if  the  apprehension 
had  taken  place  for  a  crime  committed  in  the  same  coimtry. 

Article  X. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  before  the  expiration  of 
fifteen  days  from  the  apprehension,  and  then  only  if  the 
evidence  be  found  sufficient,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  State 
applied  to,  either  to  justify  the  committal  of  the  prisoner  for 
trial,  in  case  the  crime  had  been  committed  in  the  territory  of 
the  said  State,  or  to  prove  that  the  prisoner  is  the  identical 
person  convicted  by  the  Courts  of  the  State  which  makes  the 
requisition. 

Article  XI. 

In  the  examinations  which  they  have  to  make  in  accordance 
with  the  foregoing  stipulations,  the  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  admit  as  entirely  valid  evidence  the  sworn 
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depositioiis  or  statements  of  witnesses  taken  in  the  other 
State,  or  copies  thereof,  and  likewise  the  warrants  and  sen- 
tences issued  therein,  provided  such  documents  are  signed  or 
certified  by  a  Judge,  Magistrate,  or  officer  of  such  State,  and 
are  authenticated  by  the  oath  of  some  witnesses,  or  by  being 
sealed  ^(dth  the  official  seal  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  or  some 
other  Minister  of  State. 

Article  XII. 

If  sufficient  evidence  for  the  extradition  be  not  produced 
within  two  months  from  the  date  of  the  apprehension  of  the 
fugitive,  he  shall  be  set  at  liberty. 

Article  XIII. 

All  articles  seized,  which  were  in  the  possession  of  the 
person  to  be  smrendered  at  the  time  of  his  apprehension,  shall, 
if  the  competent  authority  of  the  State  applied  to  for  the 
extradition  has  ordered  the  delivery  thereof,  be  given  up  when 
the  extradition  takes  place,  and  the  said  delivery  shall  extend 
not  merely  to  the  stolen  articles,  but  to  everj^thing  which  may 
serve  as  a  proof  of  the  crime. 

Article  XIV. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  renounce  any  claim  for  the 
reimbursement  of  the  expenses  incurred  by  them  in  the  arrest 
and  maintenance  of  the  person  to  be  surrendered,  and  his  con- 
veyance till  placed  on  board  ship ;  they  reciprocally  agree  to 
bear  such  expenses  themselves. 

Article  XV. 

The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  be  applicable  to 
the  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty. 
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The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  refuge  in  any  of  such  Colonies  or  foreign  Possessions 
shall  be  made  to  the  Governor  or  Chief  Authority  of  such 
Colony  or  Possession  by  the  chief  Consular  Officer  of  Hayti  in 
such  Colony  or  Possession. 

Such  requisitions  may  be  disposed  of,  subject  always,  as 
nearly  as  may  be,  to  the  provisions  of  this  Treaty,  by  the  said 
Governor  or  Chief  Authority,  who,  however,  shall  be  at  liberty 
either  to  grant  the  surrender,  or  to  refer  the  matter  to  his 
Government. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  shall,  however,  be  at  liberty  to  make 
special  arrangements  in  the  British  Colonies  and  foreign 
Possessions  for  the  surrender  of  Haytian  criminals,  who  may 
take  refuge  within  such  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions,  on 
the  basis,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  of  the  provisions  of  the  present 
Treaty. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  from 
any  Colony  or  foreign  Possession  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty 
shall  be  governed  by  the  rules  laid  down  in  the  preceding 
Articles  of  the  {absent  Treaty. 

Abticle  XVI. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  come  into  force  ten  days  after  its 
publication,  in  conformity  with  the  forms  prescribed  by  the 
laws  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties.  It  may  be  terminated 
by  either  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties,  but  shall  remain 
in  force  for  six  months  after  notice  has  been  given  for  its  ter- 
mination. 

The  President  of  the  Republic  of  Hayti  engages  to  apply  to 
the  Senate  for  the  necessary  authorization  to  give  effect  to  the 
present  Treaty,  immediately  after  its  meeting. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratifications 
shall  be  exchanged  as  soon  as  possible. 
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In  witness  whereof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seals  of  their 
arms. 

Done  at  Port-au-Prince,  the  seventh  day  of  December,  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
seventy-four. 

(L.S.)        Spenseb  St.  John. 

(L.S.)  SUBVILLE  TOUSSAINT. 


A  A 
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ITALY, 

Treaty  betwken  Hee  Majesty  and  the  Kino  of  Italy 
POB  THE  Mutual  Subbendeb  op  Fugitive  Cbuqnals. — 
Sigiied  at  Rome^  February  5,  1878. 

Ratifications  exchanged  at  Rome,  March  18,  1873.* 

Heb  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Italy, 
having  judged  it  expedient,  with  a  view  to  the  better  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  and  to  the  prevention  of  crime  within  their 
respective  territories,  that  persons  charged  with  or  convicted 
of  the  crimes  hereinafter  enumerated,  and  being  fugitives 
from  justice,  should,  under  certain  circumstances,  be  recipro- 
cally delivered  up ;  their  said  Majesties  have  named  as  their 
Plenipotentiaries  to  conclude  a  Treaty  for  this  purpose,  that 
is  to  say: 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  Sir  Augustus  Berkeley  Paget,  Her 
Majesty's  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary 
to  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Italy ; 

And  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Italy,  the  Noble  Emilio 
Yisconti  Yenosta,  Deputy  in  the  Parliament,  and  Minister 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs ; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  re- 
spective full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed 
upon  and  concluded  the  following  Articles : — 

*  Extradition  Acts  applied  by  Order  in  Council  from  April  11,  1878. 
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Article  I. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  engage  to  deliver  up  to  each 
other  reciprocally  any  persons  who,  being  accused  or  convicted 
of  any  of  the  crimes  specified  in  the  Article  following,  com- 
mitted within  the  territory  of  either  of  the  said  Parties,  shall 
be  found  within  the  territory  of  the  other,  in  the  manner  and 
under  the  conditions  determined  in  the  present  Treaty. 

Article  II. 

The  crimes  for  which  the  extradition  is  agreed  to  are  the 
following : — 

1.  Murder  or  attempt  or  conspiracy  to  murder,  comprising 
the  crimes  designated  by  the  Italian  Penal  Code  as  the  associa- 
tion of  criminals  for  the  commission  of  such  offences. 

2.  Manslaughter,  comprising  the  crimes  designated  by  the 
Italian  Penal  Code  as  wounds  and  blows  wilfully  inflicted 
which  cause  death. 

8.  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  and  uttering  or  bring- 
ing into  circulation  counterfeit  or  altered  money. 

4.  Forgery,  counterfeiting  or  altering,  or  uttering  of  the 
thing  or  document  that  is  forged  or  counterfeited  or  altered. 

5.  Larceny,  or  unlawful  abstraction  or  appropriation. 

6.  Obtaining  money  or  goods  by  false  pretences  (cheating  or 
fraud). 

7.  Fraudulent  bankruptcy. 

8.  Fraud,  abstraction,  or  unlawful  appropriation,  by  a  bailee, 
banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee,  director,  or  member,  or  officer  of 
any  public  or  private  company  or  house  of  commerce. 

9.  Rape. 

10.  Abduction. 

11.  Child-stealing. 

12.  Burglary  and  housebreaking,  comprising  the  crimes 
designated  by  the  Italian  Penal  Code  as  entry  by  night,  or 

AA  2 
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even  by  day,  with  fracture  or  escalade,  or  by  means  of  false 
key  or  other  instrument,  into  the  dwelling  of  another  person 
with  intent  to  commit  a  crime, 

13.  Arson. 

14.  Eobbeiy  with  violence. 

15.  Threats  by  letter  or  otherwise,  with  intent  to  extort 
money  or  anything  else. 

16.  Piracy,  according  to  international  law,  when  the  pirate, 
a  subject  of  neither  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties,  has  com- 
mitted depredations  on  the  coast-s,  or  on  the  high  seas,  to  the 
injury  of  citizens  of  the  requiring  Party,  or  when,  being  a 
citizen  of  the  requiring  Party,  and  having  committed  acts 
of  piracy,  to  the  injury  of  a  third  State,  he  may  be  within  the 
territory  of  the  other  Party,  without  being  subjected  to  trial. 

17.  Sinking  or  destroying,  or  attempting  to  sink  or  destroy, 
a  vessel  at  sea. 

18.  Assaults  on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas,  with  intent 
to  kill  or  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm. 

19.  Kevolt  or  conspiracy  by  two  or  more  persons  on  board  a 
ship  on  the  high  seas,  against  the  authority  of  the  master. 

Accomplices  before  the  fact  in  any  of  these  crimes  shall, 
moreover,  also  be  delivered  up,  provided  their  complicity  be 
punishable  by  the  laws  of  both  the  Contracting  Parties. 

Abticle  III. 

The  Italian  Government  shall  not  deliver  up  any  Italian  to 
the  United  Kingdom ;  and  no  subject  of  the  United  Kingdom 
shall  be  delivered  up  by  it  to  the  Italian  Government. 

Abticle  IV. 

In  any  case  where  an  individual  convicted  or  accused  shall 
have  obtained  naturalization  in  either  of  the  two  Contracting 
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States  after  the  commission  of  the  crime,  such  naturalization 
shall  not  prevent  the  search  for,  arrest,  and  delivery  of  the 
individual.  The  extradition  may,  however,  he  refused  if  five 
years  have  elapsed  from  the  concession  of  naturalization,  and 
the  individual  has  been  domiciled,  from  the  concession  thereof, 
in  the  State  to  which  the  application  is  made. 


Abticlb  v. 

No  accused  or  convicted  person  shall  be  given  up  if  the 
offence  for  which  he  is  claimed  is  political;  or  if  he  proves  that 
the  demand  for  his  surrender  has  been  made  with  the  intention 
of  trying  and  punishing  him  for  a  political  offence. 


Abucle  VI. 

The  extradition  shall  not  be  granted  if,  since  the  commission 
of  the  crime,  the  commencement  of  proceedings,  or  the  convic- 
tion, such  a  length  of  time  has  elapsed  as  to  bar  the  penal 
prosecution  or  the  punishment,  according  to  the  laws  of  the 
State  to  which  application  is  made. 


Article  VII. 

The  accused  or  convicted  person  who  has  been  given  up 
shall  not,  until  he  has  been  liberated,  or  had  an  opportunity  of 
returning  to  the  countiy  in  which  he  was  living,  be  imprisoned 
or  subjected  to  trial  in  the  State  to  which  he  has  been  given 
up,  for  any  crime  or  on  any  charge  other  than  that  on  account 
of  which  the  extradition  took  place. 

This  does  not  apply  to  offences  committed  after  the  extra- 
dition. 


\ 
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Abticlb  VIII. 


If  the  individual  claimed  is  under  prosecution  or  in  cufitody 
for  a  crime  committed  in  the  countiy  where  he  has  taken 
refuge,  his  surrender  may  be  deferred  until  the  law  has  taken 
its  course. 

In  case  he  should  be  proceeded  against  or  detained  in  such 
country  on  account  of  obligations  contracted  with  private 
individuals,  or  any  other  civil  claim,  his  surrender  shall 
nevertheless  take  place,  the  injured  party  retaining  his  right 
to  prosecute  his  claims  against  him  before  the  competent 
authority. 

Abticlb  IX. 

The  requisitions  for  extradition  shall  be  made,  respectively, 
by  means  of  the  Diplomatic  Agents  of  the  High  Contracting 
Parties. 

The  demand  for  the  extradition  of  an  accused  person  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of  arrest  issued  by  the  competent 
authority  of  the  State  applying  for  the  extradition,  and  by 
such  proof  as,  according  to  the  law  of  the  place  where  the 
fugitive  is  found,  would  justify  his  arrest  if  the  crime  had  been 
committed  there. 

If  the  requisition  relates  to  a  person  convicted,  it  must  be 
accompanied  by  the  sentence  of  condemnation  of  the  competent 
Court  of  the  State  applying  for  the  extradition. 

The  demand  for  extradition  must  not  be  founded  upon  a 
sentence  in  oontumacia, 

Abticle  X. 

If  the  demand  for  extradition  be  made  according  to  the 
foregoing  stipulations,  the  competent  authorities  of  the  S€ate 
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to  which  the  requisition  is  made  shall  proceed  to  arrest  the 
fugitive. 

The  prisoner  shall  be  taken  before  the  competent  Magistrate, 
who  shall  examine  him,  and  make  the  preliminary  investiga- 
tions of  the  affair,  in  the  same  manner  as  if  the  arrest  had 
taken  place  for  a  crime  committed  in  the  same  country. 

Abticlb  XI. 

In  the  examinations  to  be  made  in  conformity  with  the  pre- 
ceding stipulations,  the  authorities  of  the  State  to  which  the 
demand  is  addressed  shall  admit,  as  entirely  valid  evidence,  the 
documents  and  depositions  taken  on  oath  in  the  other  State, 
or  copies  of  them,  and  likewise  the  warrants  and  sentences 
issued  there;  provided  that  such  documents  are  signed  or 
certified  by  a  Judge,  Magistrate,  or  officer  of  such  State,  and 
are  authenticated  by  the  oath  of  some  witness,  or  stamped  with 
the  official  seal  of  the  Department  of  Justice  or  some  other 
Department  of  State. 

Abticle  XII. 

If,  within  two  months  from  the  arrest  of  the  accused,  suffi- 
cient evidence  be  not  produced  for  his  extradition,  he  shall 
be  liberated. 

Abticle  XIII. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  until  the  expiration  of 
fifteen  days  after  the  arrest,  and  then  only  if  the  evidence  has 
been  found  sufficient,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  State  to 
which  the  demand  is  addressed,  to  justify  the  committal  of  the 
prisoner  for  trial  in  case  the  crime  had  been  committed  in  the 
territory  of  that  State ;  or  to  show  that  the  prisoner  is  the 


CXXXIV  APPENDIX, 

identical  person  condemned  by  the  Tribunals  of  the  State 
which  demands  him.  * 


Abticlb  XIV. 

If  the  prisoner  be  not  given  up  and  taken  away  within  two 
months  from  his  apprehension  or  from  the  decision  of  the 
Court  upon  the  demand  for  a  writ  of  hctbecu  carpus  in  the 
United  Kingdomi  he  shall  be  set  at  liberty,  unless  sufficient 
cause  be  shown  for  the  delay. 


Abticle  XV. 

If  the  individual  claimed  by  one  of  the  two  Contracting 
Parties,  in:  conformity  with  the  present  Treaty,  should  be  also 
claimed  by  another  or  by  other  States  on  account  of  crimes 
committed  in  their  territories,  his  surrender  shall,  in  pre- 
ference, be  granted  according  to  priority  of  demand,  unless  an 
agreement  be  made  between  the  Governments  which  make  the 
requisition,  either  on  account  of  the  gravity  of  the  crimes  com- 
mitted, or  for  any  other  reason. 


Abticlb  XVI. 

Eveiy  article  found  in  the  possession  of  the  prisoner  at  the 
time  of  his  arrest  shall  be  seized,  in  order  to  be  delivered  up 
with  him.  Such  deliveiy  shall  not  be  limited  to  the  property 
or  articles  obtained  by  the  robbeiy  or  fraudulent  bankruptcy, 
but  shall  include  everything  that  may  serve  as  evidence  of  the 
crime ;  and  it  shall  take  place  even  when  the  extradition,  after 
having  been  ordered,  cannot  take  effect,  either  on  account  of 
the  escape  or  the  death  of  the  delinquent. 


TKEATY   WITH   ITALY.  CXXXV 

Abticle  XVII. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  renounce  all  claim  for  repay- 
ment of  the  expenses  incurred  for  the  arrest  and  maintenance 
of  the  person  to  he  given  up,  and  for  his  conveyance  on  hoard 
a  ship;  such  expenses  shall  he  home  hy  themselves  respec- 
tively. 

Abticle  XVIII. 

The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  he  applicahle  to 
the  Colonies  and  foreign  possessions  of  the  two  High  Contract- 
ing Parties. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  person  accused  or  con- 
demned, who  has  taken  refuge  in  any  such  Colony  or 
possession  of  either  Party,  shall  he  made  to  the  Governor  or 
chief  authority  of  such  Colony  or  possession  by  the  Chief 
Consular  Officer  of  the  other  residing  in  such  Colony  or  posses- 
sion ;  or j  if  the  accused  or  condemned  person  has  escaped  from 
a  Colony  or  foreign  possession  of  the  Party  on  whose  behalf  the 
requisition  is  made,  the  requisition  shall  be  made  by  the 
Governor  or  chief  authority  of  such  Colony  or  possession. 

Such  requisitions  may  be  disposed  of,  in  accordance,  as  far 
as  possible,  with  the  stipulations  of  this  Treaty,  by  the  respec- 
tive Governors  or  chief  authorities,  who,  however,  shall  be  at 
liberty  either  to  grant  the  extradition  or  to  refer  the  matter 
to  their  own  Government. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  shall  nevertheless  be  at  liberty  io 
make  special  arrangements  in  the  British  Colonies  and  foreign 
possessions  for  the  surrender  to  His  Italian  Majesty  of  crimi- 
nals who  may  have  taken  refuge  in  such  Colonies  or  posses- 
sions, always  in  conformity,  so  far  as  possible,  with  the 
provisions  of  the  present  Treaty. 

Finally,  it  is  agreed  that  this  stipulation  does  not  apply  to 
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the  Island  of  Malta,  the  Ordinance  of  the  Maltese  Grovemment 
of*  [May  3,  1863  (No.  1230)],  remaining  in  fuU  force. 

AbtiolsXIX. 

The  High  Contracting  Pkurties  declare  that  the  present 
stipulations  apply  as  well  to  persons  accused  or  convicted, 
whose  crimes,  on  account  of  which  the  extradition  is  demanded, 
may  have  been  committed  previously,  as  to  those  whose 
crimes  may  be  committed  subsequently  to  the  date  of  this 
Treaty. 

Abticle  XX. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  come  into  operation  ten  days 
after  its  publication  according  to  the  forms  prescribed  by  the 
laws  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties. 

Either  party  may  at  any  time  put  an  end  to  this  Treaty, 
which,  however,  shall  remain  in  force  for  six  months  after 
the  notice  for  its  termination. 

This  Treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratifications  shall  be 
exchanged  at  Rome  within  six  weeks,  or  sooner  if  possible. 

In  witness  whereof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  in  duplicate,  in  English  and  Italian,  the  present 
Treaty,  and  have  affixed  thereto  their  respective  seals. 

Done  at  Home,  the  5th  day  of  February,  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-three. 

(L.S.)        A.  B.  Paget. 
(L.S.)        ViscoNTi  Venosta. 

*  See  the  Declaration  of  May  7, 1873,  which  follows  the  Treaty. 
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ITALY. 

Declaration  rectifting  an  Ebbob  in  Abticle  XYIII.  of 
THE  Treaty  between  Heb  Majesty  and  the  Kino  of 
Italy  of  the  5th  Febbuaby,  1873,  fob  the  Mutual 
SuBBENDEB  OF  FUGITIVE  Cbiminals. — Signed  at  Borne, 
May  7,  1878. 

The  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  to  His 
Majesty  the  King  of  Italy,  and  His  Italian  Majesty's  Minister 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  having  concurrently  recognized  a  material 
error  in  the  date  of  the  Ordinance  of  the  Maltese  Government 
of  the  21st  of  February,  1863,  as  it  is  mentioned  at  the  end 
of  the  XVIIIth  Article  of  the  Extradition  Treaty  of  the  5th 
of  February,  1873,  between  Great  Britain  and  Italy,  have,  by 
common  consent,  declared  that  the  words : — 

"  Finally,  it  is  agreed  that  this  stipulation  does  not  apply 
to  the  Island  of  Malta,  the  Ordinance  of  the  Maltese  Govern- 
ment of  May  3,  1863  (No.  1230),  remaining  in  full  force," 
shall  be  read : — 

*^  Finally,  it  is  agreed  that  this  stipulation  does  not  apply 
to  the  Island  of  Malta,  the  Ordinance  of  the  Maltese  Govern- 
ment of  the  21st  of  February,  1863,  remaining  in  full  force.'* 

The  present  Declaration  is  signed  in  duplicate  at  Home,  this 
7th  day  of  May,  1873. 

(L.S.)        A.  B.  Paget. 
(L.S.)        ViscoNn  Venosta. 
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LUXEMBURG. 

Treaty  between  Hsb  Majesty  and  the  King  of  the 
Netherlands,  Grand  Duke  of  Luxemburg,  for  the 
Mutual  Surrender  of  Fugitiyb  Criminals. — Signed  at 
Luxemburg,  November  24,  1880. 

Ratifications  exchanged  at  Brauels,  Jannaiy  5, 1881.* 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the 
Netherlands,  Grand  Duke  of  Luxemburg,  having  judged  it 
expedient,  with  a  view  to  the  better  administration  of  justice 
and  to  the  prevention  of  crime  within  the  territories  of  Her 
Britannic  Majesty  and  the  Grand  Duchy  of  Luxemburg,  that 
persons  charged  with  or  convicted  of  the  crimes  hereinafter 
enumerated,  and  being  fugitives  from  justice,  should,  under 
certain  circumstances,  be  reciprocally  delivered  up,  their  said 
Majesties  have  named  as  their  Plenipotentiaries  to  conclude  a 
Treaty  for  this  purpose,  that  is  to  say : 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  Honourable  William  Stuart,  a  Com- 
panion of  the  Most  Honourable  Order  of  the  Bath,  Her 
Majesty's  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary 
to  his  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  as  Grand  Duke  of 
Luxemburg ; 

And  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  Grand  Duke 
of  Luxemburg,  Baron  Felix  de  Blochausen,  Grand  Cross  of  the 
Order  of  the  Crown  of  Oak,  Chevalier  of  the  Second  Class  of 

*  Extradition  Acta  applied  by  Order  in  Conncil  from  March  15,  1881. 
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the  Order  of  the  Golden  Lion  of  the  House  of  Nassau,  dsc.,  &c., 
his  Minister  of  State,  President  of  the  Government  of  the 
Grand  Duchy  of  Luxemburg  ; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  re- 
spective full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed 
upon  and  concluded  the  following  Articles : — 

Article  I. 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Elingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Lreland  engages  to  deliver  up,  under  the  circum- 
stances and  on  the  conditions  stipulated  in  the  present  Treaty, 
all  persons,  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Netherlands, 
Grand  Duke  of  Luxemburg,  so  far  as  concerns  the  Grand 
Duchy  of  Luxemburg,  engages  to  deliver  up,  under  the 
like  circumstances  and  conditions,  all  persons,  excepting  sub- 
jects of  the  Grand  Duchy,  who,  having  been  charged  with,  or 
convicted  by  the  Tribunals  of  one  of  the  two  High  Contracting 
Parties  of  any  of  the  crimes  or  offences  enumerated  in 
Article  11.  committed  in  the  territoiy  of  the  one  Party,  shall 
be  found  within  the  territory  of  the  other. 

Article  II. 

The  crimes  for  which  the  extradition  is  to  be  granted  are 
the  following : — 

1.  Murder  (including  assassination,  parricide,  infanticide, 
poisoning,  or  attempt  to  murder). 

2.  Manslaughter. 

3.  Administering  drugs  or  using  instruments  with  intent  to 
procure  the  miscarriage  of  women. 

4.  Rape. 

5.  Aggravated  or  indecent  assault.  Carnal  knowledge  of  a 
girl  under  the  age  of  ten  years;  carnal  knowledge  of  a  girl 
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above  the  age  of  ten  years  and  under  the  age  of  twelve  jeans ; 
indecent  assault  upon  any  female,  or  any  attempt  to  have 
carnal  knowledge  of  a  girl  under  twelve  years  of  age. 

6.  Kidnapping  and  false  imprisonment,  child-stealing,  aban- 
doning, exposing,  or  unlawfully  detaining  children. 

7.  Abduction  of  minors. 

8.  Bigamy. 

9.  Wounding,  or  inflicting  grievous  bodily  harm. 

10.  Assaulting  a  magistrate  or  peace  or  public  officer. 

11.  Threats  by  letter  or  otherwise  with  intent  to  extort 
money  or  other  things  of  value. 

12.  Perjury,  or  subornation  of  perjury. 

13.  Arson. 

14.  Burglary  or  housebreaking,  robbery  with  violence, 
larceny  or  embezzlement. 

1 5.  Fraud  by  a  bailee,  banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee,  director, 
member,  or  public  officer  of  any  company,  made  criminal  by 
any  law  for  the  time  being  in  force. 

16.  Obtaining  money,  valuable  security,  or  goods  by  false 
pretences;  receiving  any  money,  valuable  security,  or  other 
property,  knowing  the  same  to  have  been  unlawfully  obtained. 

17.  (a)  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  or  bringing  into 
circulation  counterfeited  or  altered  money ; 

(6)  Forgery,  or  counterfeiting  or  altering,  or  utteiing  what 
is  forged,  counterfeited,  or  altered  ; 

(c)  Knowingly  making  without  lawful  authority  any  instru- 
ment, tool,  or  engine  adapted  and  intended  for  the  counter- 
feiting of  coin  of  the  realm. 

18.  Crimes  against  bankruptcy  law. 

19.  Any  malicious  act  done  with  intent  to  endanger  persons 
in  a  railway  train. 

20.  Malicious  injury  to  property,  if  such  offence  be  indictable. 
The  extradition  is  also  to  take  place  for  participation  in  any 

of  the  aforesaid  crimes,  as  an  accessory  before  or  after  the 
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fact,  provided  such  participation   be  punishable  by  the  laws 
of  both  Contracting  Parties. 

Abtiole  III. 

The  eidradition  shall  not  take  place  if  the  person  claimed 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or 
the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the 
Grand  Duchy  of  Luxemburg,  has  already  been  tried  and  dis- 
charged or  punished,  or  is  still  under  trial,  in  the  Grand  Duchy 
or  in  the  United  Kingdom,  respectively,  for  the  crime  for 
which  his  extradition  is  demanded. 

If  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  or  if  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  the  Grand  Duchy  of  Luxemburg,  should  be 
under  examination  for  any  other  crime  in  the  Grand  Duchy  or 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  respectively,  his  extradition  shall  be 
deferred  until  the  conclusion  of  the  trial,  and  the  full  execution 
of  any  punishment  awarded  to  him. 

Article  IV. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if^  subsequently  to 
the  commission  of  the  crime,  or  the  institution  of  the  penal 
prosecution,  or  the  conviction  thereon,  exemption  from  pro- 
secution or  punishment  has  been  acquired  by  lapse  of  time, 
according  to  the  laws  of  the  State  applied  to. 

Article  V. 

A  fugitive  criminal  shall  not  be  surrendered  if  the  offence  in 
respect  of  which  his  surrender  is  demanded  is  one  of  a  political 
character,  or  if  he  prove  that  the  requisition  for  his  surrender 
has  in  fact  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  or  to  punish  him  for 
an  offence  of  a  political  character. 
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Article  VI. 

A  person  surrendered  can  in  no  case  be  kept  in  prison,  or  be 
brought  to  trial,  in  the  State  to  which  the  surrender  has  been 
made,  for  any  other  crime  or  on  account  of  any  other  matters 
than  those  for  which  the  extradition  shall  have  taken  place, 
until  he  has  been  restored  or  has  had  the  opportunity  of 
returning  to  the  country  from  whence  he  was  surrendered. 

The  period  of  one  month  shall  be  considered  as  the  limit  of 
the  period  during  which  the  prisoner  may,  with  the  view  of 
securing  the  benefits  of  this  Article,  return  to  the  country 
from  whence  he  was  surrendered. 

This  stipulation  does  not  apply  to  crimes  committed  after 
the  extradition. 

Abticlb  VII. 

The  requisition  for  extradition  must  alwajrs  be  made  by  the 
way  of  diplomacy,  and  to  wit,  in  the  Grand  Duchy  of  Luxem- 
burg by  the  British  Minister  in  Luxemburg,  and  in  the  United 
Kingdom  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  by  the 
Foreign  Minister  in  Great  Britain,  who,  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Treaty,  is  recognized  by  Her  Majesty  as  a  Diplomatic 
Kepresentative  of  the  Grand  Duchy  of  Luxemburg. 

The  requisition  for  the  extradition  of  an  accused  person 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of  arrest  issued  by  the  com- 
petent authority  of  the  State  requiring  the  extradition,  and  by 
such  evidence  as,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  place  where  the 
accused  is  found,  would  justify  his  arrest  if  the  crime  had  been 
committed  there. 

If  the  requisition  relates  to  a  person  already  convicted,  it 
must  be  accompanied  by  the  sentence  of  condemnation  passed 
against  the  convicted  person  by  the  competent  Court  of  the 
State  that  makes  the  requisition  for  extradition. 
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A  requisition  for  extradition  cannot  be  founded  on  sentences 
passed  in  contumaciam, 

Abtiole  VIII. 

If  the  requisition  for  extradition  be  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  stipulations,  the  competent  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  proceed  to  the  arrest  of  the  fugitive. 

The  prisoner  is  then  to  be  brought  before  a  competent 
Magistrate,  who  is  to  examine  him  and  to  conduct  the  pre- 
liminary investigation  of  the  case,  according  to  the  laws  of  the 
country  in  which  he  is  found. 

Article  IX. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  before  the  expiration  of 
fifteen  days  from  the  date  of  the  fugitive  criminal's  committal 
to  prison  to  await  his  surrender,  and  then  only  if  the  evidence 
produced  in  due  time  be  found  sufficient  according  to  the  laws 
of  the  State  applied  to. 

Article  X. 

A  fugitive  criminal  may,  however,  be  apprehended  under  a 
warrant  issued  by  any  Police  Magistrate,  Justice  of  the  Peace, 
or  other  competent  authority  in  either  country,  on  such  infor- 
mation or  complaint,  and  such  evidence,  or  after  such  proceed- 
ings as  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  person  issuing  the  warrant, 
justify  the  issue  of  a  warrant,  if  the  crime  had  been  committed 
or  the  prisoner  convicted  in  that  part  of  the  dominions  of  the 
two  Contracting  Parties  in  which  he  exercises  jurisdiction : 
Provided  however  that,  in  the  United  Kingdom,  the  accused 
shall,  in  such  case,  be  sent,  as  speedily  as  possible  before  a 
Police  Magistrate  in  London.  He  shall  be  discharged,  as  well 
in  the  United  Kingdom  as  in  the  Grand  Duchy  of  Luxemburg, 

BB 
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if,  within  fourteen  days,  a  requisition  shall  not  have  been 
made  for  his  surrender  by  the  Diplomatic  Agent  of  his 
country. 

Abticle  XI. 

If,  in  any  criminal  matter,  pending  in  any  Court  or  Tribunal 
of  one  of  the  two  countries,  it  is  thought  desirable  to  take  the 
evidence  of  any  witness  in  the  other,  such  evidence  may  be 
taken  by  the  judicial  authorities  in  accordance  with  the  laws 
in  force  on  this  subject  in  the  country  where  the  witness 
maybe. 

Abticle  XII. 

All  articles  seized,  which  were  in  the  possession  of  the  person 
to  be  surrendered  at  the  time  of  his  apprehension,  shall,  if  the 
competent  authority  of  the  State  applied  to  for  the  extradition 
has  ordered  the  delivery  thereof,  be  given  up  when  the  extra- 
dition takes  place;  and  the  said  delivery  shall  extend  not 
merely  to  the  stolen  articles,  but  to  everything  that  may  serve 
as  a  proof  of  the  crime. 


Abticle  XIII. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  renounce  any  claim  for  the 
reimbursement  of  the  expenses  incurred  by  them  in  the  arrest 
and  maintenance  of  the  person  to  be  surrendered,  and  his  con- 
veyance till  placed  on  board  ship,  as  well  as  for  the  reimburse- 
ment of  the  expense  incurred  in  taking  the  evidence  of  any 
witness  in  consequence  of  Article  XL,  and  in  giving  up  and 
returning  seized  articles.  They  reciprocally  agree  to  bear  such 
expenses  themselves. 
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Article  XIV. 

The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  be  applicable  to 
the  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  refuge  in  any  of  such  Colonies  or  foreign  Possessions 
shall  be  made  to  the  Governor  or  to  the  Supreme  Authority  of 
such  Colony  or  Possession  through  the  Luxemburg  Consul; 
or,  in  case  there  should  be  no  Luxemburg  Consul,  through  the 
Consular  Agent  of  another  State  charged  for  the  occasion  with 
Luxemburg  interests  in  the  Colony  or  Possession  in  question, 
and  recognized  by  such  Governor  or  Supreme  Authority  as 
such. 

The  Governor  or  Supreme  Authority  above  mentioned  shall 
decide  with  regard  to  such  requisition  as  nearly  as  possible  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  present  Treaty.  He 
will,  however,  be  at  liberty  either  to  consent  to  the  extradition 
or  report  the  case  to  his  Government. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  shall,  however,  be  at  liberty  to  make 
special  arrangements  in  the  British  Colonies  and  foreign  Pos- 
sessions for  the  surrender  of  such  individuals  as  shall  have 
committed  in  the  Grand  Duchy  of  Luxemburg  any  of  the 
crimes  hereinafore  mentioned,  who  may  take  refuge  within 
such  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions,  on  the  basis,  as  nearly 
as  may  be,  of  the  provisions  of  the  present  Treaty. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  from 
any  Colony  or  foreign  Possession  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty 
shall  be  governed  by  the  rules  laid  down  in  the  preceding 
Articles  of  the  present  Treaty. 

Article  XY. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  come  into  force  ten  days  after  its 
publication  in  conformity  with  the  forms  prescribed  by  the 
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laws  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties.  It  may  be  terminated 
by  either  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties,  but  shall  remain  in 
force  for  six  months  after  notice  has  been  given  for  its 
termination. 

The  Treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratifications  shall  be 
exchanged  at  Brussels  as  soon  as  possible. 

In  witness  whereof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seal  of  their 
arms. 

Done  at  Luxemburg,  the  twenty-fourth  day  of  November  in 
the  year  of  Our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty. 

(L.S.)        W.  Stuabt. 
(L.S.)        F.  DE  Blochaussn. 


(     cxlvii     ) 


THE  NETHERLANDS. 

Treatt  between  Heb  Majestt  and  the  Kino  of  the 
Netheblands,  for  the  Mutual  Subrendeb  of  Fugitive 
Cbiminals. — Signed  at  the  Iloffue,  June  19,  1874. 

Batifications  exchanged  at  the  Hague,  Jul/  21,  1874.* 

Heb  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  cf  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Nether- 
lands, having  judged  it  expedient,  with  a  view  to  the  better 
administration  of  justice  and  to  the  prevention  of  crime  within 
the  two  countries,  that  persons  charged  with  or  convicted  of 
the  crimes  hereinafter  enumerated,  and  being  fugitives  from 
justice,  should,  under  certain  circumstances,  be  reciprocally  de- 
livered up ;  their  said  Majesties  have  named  as  their  Plenipo- 
tentiaries to  conclude  a  Treaty  for  this  purpose,  that  is  to  say : 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  Honourable  Sir  Edward  Alfred  John 
Harris,  a  Vice- Admiral  in  Her  Majesty's  Eoyal  Navy,  Knight 
Commander  of  the  Most  Honourable  Order  of  the  Bath,  Her 
Majesty's  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary 
to  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Netherlands ; 

And  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  M.  Joseph 
Lodewyk  Hendrik  Alfred  Baron  Gericke  van  Herwynen,  Com- 
mander of  the  Order  of  the  Netherland  Lion,  Knight  Grand 
Cross  of  the  Oaken  Crown  of  Luxemburg,  <&c.  <fec.,  His  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs ;  and  M.  Gerrit  de  Vries, 
Commander  of  the  Order  of  the  Netherland  lion,  His  Majesty's 
Minister  of  Justice ; 
*  Extradition  Acts  applied  by  Order  in  Coancil  from  Aagoat  17,  1874. 
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Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  respec- 
tive full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed 
upon  and  concluded  the  following  Articles : — 

Abticlb  I. 

It  is  agreed  that  Her  Britannic  Majesty  and  His  Majesty 
the  King  of  the  Netherlands  shall,  on  requisition  made  in  their 
name  by  their  respective  Diplomatic  Agents,  deliver  up  to  each 
other  reciprocally,  any  persons  who,  being  accused  or  convicted 
of  any  of  the  crimes  hereinafter  specified,  committed  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  requiring  Party,  shall  be  found  within 
the  territories  of  the  other  Party. 

Abticle  II. 

The  crimes  for  which  the  extradition  is  to  be  granted  are 
the  following ; — 

1.  Murder  (including  assassination,  parricide,  infanticide, 
and  poisoning),  or  attempt  to  murder. 

2.  Manslaughter. 

8.  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  or  uttering  counterfeit 
or  altered  money. 

4.  Forgery,  counterfeiting  or  altering  of  public  or  private 
documents,  including  forgery,  counterfeiting  or  altering  of 
paper  money,  bank  notes,  or  other  public  securities. 

5.  Embezzlement  or  larceny,  comprehending  any  larceny 
that  by  the  Netherland  Penal  Law  is  not  considered  as  *'  vol 
simple." 

6.  Obtaining  money  or  goods  by  false  pretences,  including 
the  crimes  designated  in  the  Netherland  Penal  Law  as  pe- 
culation, abstraction,  or  misapplication  by  bailies  or  public 
accountants. 

7.  Crimes  against  Bankruptcy  Law  which  by  the  Netherland 
Penal  Law  are  considered  as  fraudulent  bankruptcy. 
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8.  Perjury. 

9.  Eape. 

10.  Arson. 

The  extradition  is  also  to  take  place  for  participation  in  any 
of  the  aforesaid  crimes,  provided  such  participation  be  punish- 
able by  the  laws  of  both  the  Contracting  Parties. 

Article  III. 

No  subject  of  the  Netherlands  shall  be  delivered  up  by  the 
Government  of  the  Netherlands  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  Kingdom;  and  no  subject  of  the  United  Kingdom 
shall  be  delivered  up  by  the  Government  thereof  to  the 
Government  of  the  Netherlands. 

With  reference  to  the  application  of  the  present  Treaty,  are 
comprised  in  the  denomination  of  "  subjects,"  not  only  natural- 
ized citizens  of  the  country,  but  also  such  foreigners  as 
according  to  the  laws  of  either  of  the  Contracting  Parties,  are 
assimilated  to  subjects,  as  well  as  such  foreigners,  who  being 
domiciled  in  the  country,  and  having  married  a  citizen  thereof, 
have  one  or  more  children  by  that  marriage  born  there. 

Article  IV. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if  the  person  claimed  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  the 
person  claimed  on  the  paii;  of  the  Government  of  the  Nether* 
lands,  has  already  been  tried  and  discharged  or  punished,  or  is 
still  under  trial,  in  the  Netherlands  or  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
respectively,  for  the  crime  for  which  his  extradition  is  de- 
manded. 

If  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  or  if  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  the  Netherlands,  should  be  under  examination 
for  any  other  crime  in  the  Netherlands  or  in  the  United  King- 
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dom,  respectively,  his  extradition  shall  be  deferred  until  the 
conclusion  of  the  trial,  and  the  full  execution  of  any  punishment 
awarded  to  him. 

The  extradition  shall  also  be  deferred  if  the  person  claimed 
should  be  detained  for  debt  by  a  sentence  passed  before  the 
requisition  for  the  siurender  under  the  laws  of  the  country 
where  he  shall  be  found. 

Article  V. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if,  subsequently  to  the 
commission  of  the  crime,  or  the  institution  of  the  penal  prose- 
cution, or  the  conviction  thereon,  exemption  from  prosecution 
or  punishment  has  been  acquired  by  lapse  of  time,  according  to 
the  laws  of  the  State  applied  to. 

Abticle  VI. 

A  fugitive  criminal  shall  not  be  surrendered  if  the  offence 
in  respect  of  which  his  surrender  is  demanded  is  one  of  a  politi- 
cal character,  or  if  he  prove  that  the  requisition  for  his  sur- 
render has  in  fact  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  or  to  punish 
him  for  an  offence  of  a  political  character. 

Article  VII. 

A  person  surrendered  can  in  no  case  be  kept  in  prison,  or  be 
brought  to  trial  in  the  State  to  which  the  surrender  has  been 
made,  for  any  other  crime  or  on  account  of  any  other  matters 
than  those  for  which  the  extradition  shall  have  taken  place, 
until  he  has  been  restored  or  has  had  the  opportunity  of  re- 
turning to  the  country  from  whence  he  was  surrendered. 

The  period  of  one  month  shall  be  considered  as  the  limit  of 
the  period  during  which  the  prisoner  may,  with  the  view  of 
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securing  the  benefits  of  this  Articlei  return  to  the  country  from 
whence  he  was  surrendered. 

This  stipulation  does  not  apply  to  crimes  committed  after 
the  extradition. 

Article  VIII. 

The  requisition  for  extradition  shall  be  made  through  the 
Diplomatic  Agents  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties,  respec- 
tively. 

The  requisition  for  the  extradition  of  an  accused  person  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of  arrest  issued  by  the  competent 
authority  of  the  State  requiring  the  extradition,  and  by  such 
evidence  as,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  place  where  the 
accused  is  found,  would  justify  his  arrest  if  the  crime  had  been 
committed  there. 

If  the  requisition  relates  to  a  person  already  convicted,  it 
must  be  accompanied  by  the  sentence  of  condemnation  passed 
against  the  convicted  person  by  the  competent  Court  of  the 
State  that  makes  the  requisition  for  extradition. 

A  requisition  for  extradition  cannot  be  founded  on  sentences 
passed  in  contumaciam. 

Article  IX. 

If  the  requisition  for  extradition  be  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  stipulations,  the  competent  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  proceed  to  the  arrest  of  the  fugitive. 

The  prisoner  is  then  to  be  brought  before  a  competent 
Magistrate,  who  is  to  examine  him  and  to  conduct  the  preli- 
minary investigation  of  the  case,  according  to  the  laws  of  the 
country  in  which  he  is  found. 

Article  X. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  before  the  expiration  of 
fifteen  days  from  the  committal,  and  then  only  if  the  evidence 
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produced  in  due  time  be  found  sufficient  according  to  the  laws 
of  the  State  applied  to. 

Abticle  XI. 

A  fugitive  criminal  may,  however,  be  apprehended  under  a 
warrant  issued  by  any  Police  Magistrate,  Justice  of  the  Peace, 
or  other  competent  authority  in  either  country,  on  such 
information  or  complaint,  and  such  evidence,  or  after  such 
proceedings  as  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  person  issuing  the 
warrant,  justify  the  issue  of  a  warrant,  if  the  crime  had  been 
committed  or  the  prisoner  convicted,  in  that  part  of  the  domi- 
nions of  the  two  Contracting  Parties  in  which  he  exercises  juris- 
diction: Provided  however  that  in  the  United  Kingdom,  the 
accused  shall,  in  such  case,  be  sent  as  speedily  as  possible  before 
a  Police  Magistrate  in  London.  He  shall  be  discharged,  as 
well  in  the  United  Kingdom  as  in  the  Netherlands,  if  within 
fourteen  days  a  requisition  shall  not  have  been  made  for  his 
surrender  by  the  Diplomatic  Agent  of  his  country. 

Abticle  XII. 

If,  in  any  criminal  matter  pending  in  any  Court  or  tribunal 
of  one  of  the  two  countries,  it  is  thought  desirable  to  take  the 
evidence  of  any  witness  in  the  other,  such  evidence  may  be 
taken  by  the  judicial  authorities  in  accordance  with  the  laws 
in  force  on  this  subject  in  the  country  where  the  witness 
may  be. 

Abticle  XIII. 

All  articles  seized,  which  were  in  the  possession  of  the  person 
to  be  surrendered  at  the  time  of  his  apprehension,  shall,  if  the 
competent  authority  of  the  State  applied  to  for  the  extradition 
has  ordered  the  delivery  thereof,  be  given  up  when  the  extra- 
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dition  takes  place;  and  the  said  delivery  shall  extend  not 
merely  to  the  stolen  articles,  but  to  everthing  that  may  serve 
as  a  proof  of  the  crime. 

Article  XIV. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  renounce  any  claim  for  the 
reimbursement  of  the  expenses  incurred  by  them  in  the  arrest 
and  maintenance  of  the  person  to  be  surrendered,  and  his 
conveyance  till  placed  on  board  ship,  as  well  as  for  the  reim- 
bursement of  the  expenses  incurred  in  taking  the  evidence  of 
any  witness  in  consequence  of  Article  XII.,  and  in  giving  up 
and  returning  seized  articles.  They  reciprocally  agree  to  bear 
such  expenses  themselves. 

Article  XV. 

The  present  Ti*eaty  shall  come  into  force  ten  days  after  its 
publication  in  conformity  with  the  forms  prescribed  by  the  laws 
of  the  High  Contracting  Parties.  It  may  be  terminated  by 
either  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties,  but  shall  remain  in 
force  for  six  months  after  notice  has  been  given  for  its  ter- 
mination. 

The  Treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratifications  shall  be 
exchanged  at  the  Hague  as  soon  as  possible. 

In  witness  wherof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seal  of  their 
arms. 

Done  at  the  Hague,  the  nineteenth  day  of  June,  in  the  year 
of  our  Lord  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-four. 


(L.S.) 

E.  A.  J.  Harris. 

(L.S.) 

L.  Gericke. 

(L.S.) 

De  Vries. 

(     cliv     ) 


RUSStA. 

T&EAIT   BETWEEN   HeB   MaJESTY  AND    THE    EmPEBOB    OF    AlL 
THE   RUSSIAS   FOB  THE   MUTUAL    SUBBENDEB  OF   FUOITITE 

Cbiminals. — Signed  at  London,  November  24,  1886. 

Ratifications  exchanged  at  London,  Febroarj  2,  1887.* 

Heb  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  Empress  of  India,  and  His  Majesty  the 
Emperor  of  all  the  Russian,  having  judged  it  expedient,  with  a 
view  to  the  better  administration  of  justice  and  to  the  preven- 
tion of  crime  within  the  two  Countries  and  their  jurisdictions, 
that  persons  charged  with  or  convicted  of  the  crimes  herein- 
after enumerated,  and  being  fugitives  from  justice,  should, 
under  certain  circumstances,  be  reciprocally  delivered  up;  their 
said  Majesties  have  named  as  their  Plenipotentiaries  to  conclude 
a  Treaty  for  this  purpose,  that  is  to  say : 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  Empress  of  India,  the  Right  Honourable 
Stafford  Henry  Earl  of  Iddesleigh,  Viscount  St.  Cyres,  a  Peer 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  a  Baronet  of  Great  Britain, 
Knight  Grand  Cross  of  the  Most  Honourable  Order  of  the 
Bath,  a  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Most  Honourable  Privy 
Council,  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  d&c.  dec. : 

And  His  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  all  the  Russias,  M. 
Georges  de  Staal,  Privy  Councillor,  Grand  Cross  of  several 
Russian  and  f  oregn  Orders^  his  Ambassador  Extraordinary 

•  Extradition  Acts  applied  by  Order  in  Council  from^Rrch  21,  1887. 
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and  Plenipotentiarj  to  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and   Ireland,  Empress  of  India, 

Who,  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  respective 
full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed  upon 
and  concluded  the  following  Articles  : — 

Article  I. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  engage  to  deliver  up  to  each 
other  those  persons  who,  being  accused  or  convicted  of  a  crime 
or  offence  committed  in  the  territory  of  the  one  Party,  shall 
be  found  within  the  territory  of  the  other  Party,  under  the 
circumstances  and  conditions  stated  in  the  present  Treaty. 

Article  II. 

The  crimes  or  offences  for  which  the  extradition  is  to  be 
granted  are  the  following : — 

1.  Murder,  or  attempt,  or  conspiracy  to  murder. 

2.  Manslaughter. 

3.  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  or  uttering  counterfeit 
or  altered  money. 

4.  Forgery,  counterfeiting,  or  altering  or  uttering  what  is 
forged,  or  counterfeited,  or  altered. 

5.  Embezzlement  or  larceny. 

6.  Malicious  injury  to  property  if  the  offence  be  indictable. 

7.  Obtaining  money  or  goods  by  false  pretences. 

8.  Crimes  against  bankruptcy  law. 

9.  Fraud  by  a  bailee,  banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee,  or  director, 
or  member  or  public  officer  of  any  Company,  made  criminal  by 
any  law  for  the  time  being  in  force. 

10.  Perjury,  or  subornation  of  perjury. 

11.  Kape. 
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12.  Carnal  knowledge,  or  any  attempt  to  hare  carnal  know- 
ledge, of  a  girl  under  10  years  of  age. 

13.  Indecent  assault. 

14.  Administering  drugs  or  using  instruments  with  intent 
to  procure  the  miscarriage  of  a  woman. 

15.  Abduction. 

16.  Child  stealing. 

17.  Kidnapping  and  false  imprisonment. 

18.  Burglary  or  housebreaking. 

19.  Arson. 

20.  Robbery  with  violence. 

21.  Maliciously  wounding  or  inflicting  grievous  bodHy^harm. 

22.  Threats  by  letter,  or  otherwise,  with  intent  to  extort. 

23.  Piracy  by  law  of  nations. 

24.  Sinking  or  destroying  a  vessel  at  sea,  or  attempting  or 
conspiring  to  do  so. 

25.  Assaults  on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas,  with  intent 
to  destroy  life,  or  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm. 

26.  Revolt  or  conspiracy  to  revolt,  by  two  or  more  persons 
on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  against  the  authority  of  the 
master. 

27.  Dealing  in  slaves  in  such  a  manner  as  to  constitute  a 
criminal  offence  against  the  laws  of  both  States. 

Extradition  is  also  to  be  granted  for  participation  in  any  of 
the  aforesaid  crimes,  provided  such  participation  be  punishable 
by  the  laws  of  both  the  Contracting  Parties. 

Extradition  may  also  be  granted,  at  the  discretion  of  the 
State  applied  to,  in  respect  of  any  other  crime  for  which, 
according  to  the  laws  of  both  the  Contracting  Parties  for  the 
time  being  in  force,  the  grant  can  be  made. 

Aeticle  III. 

Either  Government  may,  in  its  absolute  discretion,  refuse  to 
deliver  up  its  own  subjects  to  the  other  Government. 


TREATY    WITH   RUSSIA.  clvii 

Article  IV. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if  the  person  claimed  on 
the  part  of  the  British  Government,  or  the  person  claimed  on 
the  part  of  the  Russian  Grovemment,  has  already  been  tried  and 
discharged  or  punished,  or  is  still  under  trial,  within  the  Russian 
or  British  dominions  respectively,  for  the  crime  for  which  his 
extradition  is  demanded. 

If  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment, or  if  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Russian 
Government  should  be  under  examination,  or  is  undergoing 
sentence  under  a  conviction,  for  any  other  crime  within  the 
Russian  or  British  dominions  respectively,  his  extradition 
shall  be  deferred  until  after  he  has  been  discharged,  whether 
by  acquittal  or  on  expiration  of  his  sentence,  or  otherwise. 

Article  V. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if,  subsequently  to  the 
comnfission  of  the  crime,  or  the  institution  of  the  penal 
prosecution,  or  the  conviction  thereon,  exemption  from 
prosecution  or  punishment  has  been  acquired  by  lapse  of 
time,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  State  applied  to. 

Article  VI. 

A  fugitive  criminal  shall  not  be  surrendered  if  the  offence  in 
respect  of  which  his  surrender  is  demanded  is  one  of  a  political 
character,  or  if  he  prove  that  the  requisition  for  his  surrender 
has  in  fact  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  or  punish  him  for  an 
olfence  of  a  political  character. 

Article  VII. 

A  person  surrendered  can  in  no  case  be  kept  in  prison,  or  be 
brought  to  trial  in  the  State  to  which  the  surrender  has  been 
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made,  for  any  other  crime  or  on  account  of  any  other  matters 
than  those  for  which  the  extradition  shall  have  taken  place,  until 
he  has  been  restored  or  had  an  opportunity  of  returning  to  the 
State  by  which  he  has  been  surrendered. 

This  stipulation  does  not  apply  to  crimes  committed  after  the 
extradition. 

Article  VIII. 

The  requisition  for  extradition  shall  be  made  through  the 
Diplomatic  Agents  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  re- 
spectively. 

The  requisition  for  the  extradition  of  an  accused  person 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of  arrest  issued  by  the 
competent  authority  of  the  State  requiring  the  extradition, 
and  by  such  evidence  as,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  place 
where  the  accused  is  found,  would  justify  his  arrest  if  the 
crime  had  been  committed  there. 

If  the  requisition  relates  to  a  person  already  convicted,  it 
must  be  accompanied  by  the  sentence  of  condemnation  passed 
against  the  convicted  person  by  the  competent  Court  of  the 
State  that  makes  the  requisition  for  extradition. 

A  sentence  passed  in  contumaciam  is  not  to  be  deemed  a 
conviction,  but  a  person  so  sentenced  may  be  dealt  with  as  an 
accused  person. 

Article  IX. 

If  the  requisition  for  extradition  be  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  stipulations,  the  competent  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  proceed  to  the  arrest  of  the  fugitive. 

Abticle  X. 

If  the  fugitive  has  been  arrested  in  the  British  dominions, 
he  shall  forthwith  be  brought  before  a  competent  Magistrate, 
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who  is  to  examine  him  and  to  conduct  the  preliminary  investi- 
gation of  the  case,  just  as  if  the  apprehension  hsid  taken  place 
for  a  crime  committed  in  the  British  dominions. 

In  the  examinations  which  they  have  to  make  in  accordance 
with  the  foregoing  stipulations,  the  authorities  of  the  British 
dominions  shall  admit  as  valid  evidence  the  sworn  depositions 
or  the  afi^rmations  of  witnesses  taken  in  Russia,  or  copies 
thereof,  and  likewise  the  warrants  and  sentences  issued  therein, 
and  certificates  of,  or  judicial  documents  stating  the  fact  of, 
a  conviction,  provided  the  same  are  authenticated  as  follows: — 

1.  A  waiTant  must  purport  to  be  signed  by  a  Judge,  Magis- 
trate, or  officer  of  the  Russian  State. 

2.  Depositions  or  affirmations  or  the  copies  thereof  must 
purport  to  be  certified  under  the  hand  of  a  Judge,  Magistrate, 
or  officer  of  the  Russian  State,  to  be  the  original  depositions 
or  affirmations,  or  to  be  true  copies  thereof,  as  the  case  may 
require. 

8.  A  certificate  of  or  judicial  document  stating  the  fact  of  a 
conviction  must  purport  to  be  certified  by  a  Judge,  Magistrate, 
or  officer  of  the  Russian  State. 

4.  In  every  case  such  warrant,  deposition,  affirmation,  copy, 
certificate,  or  judicial  document  must  be  authenticated  either 
by  the  oath  of  some  witness,  or  by  being  sealed  with  the  official 
seal  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  or  some  other  Minister  of  the 
Russian  State ;  but  any  other  mode  of  authentication  for  the 
time  being  permitted  by  the  law  of  the  British  dominion 
where  the  examination  is  taken,  may  be  substituted  for  the 
foregoing. 

Abticlb  XI. 

If  the  fugitive  has  been  arrested  in  Russia  his  surrender 
shall  be  granted  if  upon  examination  by  a  competent  authority 
it  appears  that  the  documents  furnished  by  the  British  €k)vem- 
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ment  furnish  sufficient  primd  facie  evidence  to  justify  the 
extradition. 

The  Russian  authorities  shall  admit  as  valid  evidence  records 
drawn  up  by  the  British  authorities  of  the  depositions  of  wit- 
nesses, or  copies  thereof,  and  records  of  conviction  or  other 
judicial  documents  or  copies  thereof :  Provided  that  the  said 
documents  be  signed  or  authenticated  by  an  authority  whose 
competence  shall  be  certified  by  the  seal  of  a  Minister  of  State 
of  Her  Britannic  Majesty. 


Abttclb  XII. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  unless  the  evidence  be 
found  sufficient,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  State  applied  to, 
either  to  justify  the  committal  of  the  prisoner  for  trial,  in  case 
the  crime  had  been  committed  in  the  territory  of  the  said  State, 
or  to  prove  that  the  prisoner  is  the  identical  person  convicted 
by  the  Courts  of  the  State  which  makes  the  requisition,  and 
that  the  crime  of  which  he  has  been  convicted  is  one  in  respect 
of  which  extradition  could,  at  the  time  of  such  conviction,  have 
been  granted  by  the  State  applied  to.  And  the  fugitive 
criminal  shall  not  be  surrendered  imtil  the  expiration  of  fifteen 
days  from  the  date  of  his  being  committed  to  prison  to  await 
his  surrender. 

Article  XIII. 

If  the  individual  claimed  by  one  of  the  two  High  Contracting 
Parties  in  pursuance  of  the  present  Treaty  should  be  also 
claimed  by  one  or  several  other  Powers,  on  account  of  other 
crimes  or  ofiences  committed  upon  their  respective  territories, 
his  extradition  shall  be  granted  to  that  State  whose  demand  is 
earliest  in  date. 


TREATY    Wmi    RUSSIA.  clxi 

Akticle  XIV. 

If  sufficient  evidence  for  the  extradition  be  not  produced 
within  two  months  from  the  date  of  the  apprehension  of  the 
fugitive,  or  within  such  further  time  as  the  State  applied  to, 
or  the  proper  Tribunal  thereof,  shall  direct,  the  fugitive  shall 
be  set  at  liberty. 

Article  XV. 

All  articles  seized  which  were  in  the  possession  of  the  person 
to  be  surrendered,  at  the  time  of  his  apprehension,  shall,  if  the 
competent  authority  of  the  State  applied  to  for  the  extradition 
has  ordered  the  delivery  thereof,  be  given  up  when  the  ex- 
tradition takes  place ;  and  the  said  delivery  shall  extend  not 
merely  to  the  stolen  articles,  but  to  everything  that  may  serve 
as  a  proof  of  the  crime. 

Article  XVI. 

All  expenses  connected  with  extradition  shall  be  borne  by 
the  demanding  State. 

Article  XVII. 

When,  for  the  purposes  of  a  criminal  matter,  not  being  of  a 
political  character,  pending  in  any  of  its  Courts  or  Tribunals, 
either  Government  shall  desire  to  obtain  the  evidence  of  wit- 
nesses residing  in  the  other  State,  a  "  Commission  Rogatoire  " 
to  that  end  shall  be  sent  through  the  diplomatic  channel,  and 
which  shall  be  executed  in  conformity  with  the  law  of  the 
State  where  the  evidence  is  to  be  taken. 

The  Government  which  sends  the  **  Commission  Bogatoire  " 
will,  however,  take  all  necessary  steps  and  pay  all  expenses  for 
finding  and  procuring  the  attendance  before  the  Magistrate  of 
the  witnesses  named  for  examination  in  such  Commission. 

CC  2 
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Article  XVIII. 


The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  be  applicable  to 
the  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty, 
so  far  as  the  laws  for  the  time  being  in  force  in  such  Colonies 
and  foreign  Possessions  respectively  will  allow. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  refuge  in  any  of  such  Colonies  or  foreign  Possessions 
may  be  made  to  the  Governor  or  Chief  Authority  of  such  Colony 
or  Possession  by  the  Chief  Consular  Officer  of  the  Russian 
Empire  in  such  Colony  or  Possession. 

Such  requisitions  may  be  disposed  of,  subject  always,  as 
nearly  as  may  be,  and  so  far  as  the  law  of  such  Colony  or 
foreign  Possession  will  allow,  to  the  provisions  of  this  Treaty, 
by  the  said  Governor  or  Chief  Authority,  who,  however,  shall  be 
at  liberty  either  to  grant  the  surrender,  or  to  refer  the  matter 
to  his  Grovemment. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  shall,  however,  be  at  liberty  to  make 
special  arrangements  in  the  British  Colonies  and  foreign 
Possessions  for  the  surrender  of  Russian  criminals  who  may 
take  refuge  within  such  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions,  on 
the  basis,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  and  so  far  as  the  law  of  such 
Colony  or  foreign  Possession  will  allow,  of  the  provisions  of 
the  present  Treaty. 

Requisitions  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  ema- 
nating from  any  Colony  or  foreign  Possession  of  Her  Britannic 
Majesty  shall  be  governed  by  the  rules  laid  down  in  the 
preceding  Articles  of  the  present  Treaty. 

Abticlb  XIX. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  come  into  force  ten  days  after  its 
publication,  in  conformity  with  the  forms  prescribed  by  the 
laws  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties.     It  may  be  terminated 
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by  either  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  at  any  time 
on  giving  to  the  other  six  months'  notice  of  its  intention 
to  do  so. 

The  Treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratifications  shall  be 
exchanged  at  London  as  soon  as  possible. 

In  witness  whereof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  afExed  thereto  the  seal  of  their 
arms. 

Done  at  London,  the  twenty-fourth  day  of  November,  1886, 

(L.S.)        Iddesleigh. 
(L.S.)        Staal. 


(     clxiv     )  1 


SALVADOR. 

Treaty  between  Hbb  Majesty  and  the  Republic  of 
Salya]X)R  fob  the  Mutual  Subrendeb  op  Fugitivk 
Criminals. — Signed  at  Paiis,  June  28,  1881. 

Ratifications  exchaDged  at  London,  NoTomber  8,  1882.* 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  His  Excellency  the  President  of  the 
Republic  of  Salvador,  having  judged  it  expedient,  with  a  view 
to  the  better  administration  of  justice  and  to  the  prevention  of 
crime  within  the  two  countries  and  their  jurisdictions,  that 
persons  charged  with  or  convicted  of  the  crimes  or  offences 
hereinafter  enumerated,  and  being  fugitives  from  justice, 
should,  under  certain  circumstances,  be  reciprocally  delivered 
up,  have  named  as  their  Plenipotentiaries  to  conclude  a  Treaty 
(that  is  to  say) : 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  Right  Honourable  Richard  Bickerton 
Pemell,  Lord  Lyons,  a  Peer  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  Knight  Grand  Cross  of  the  Most  Honour- 
able Order  of  the  Bath,  Knight  Grand  Cross  of  the  Most  Dis- 
tinguished  Order  of  St.  Michael  and  St.  George,  one  of  Her 
Britannic  Majesty's  Most  Honourable  Privy  Council,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  to 
the  French  Republic ; 

And  His  Excellency  the  President  of  the  Republic  of  Salva- 
dor, Senor  Don  Jos^  Maria  Torres  Caicedo,  Minister  Plenipo- 

*  Extradition  Acts  applied  by  Order  in  Council  from  January  18, 1883. 
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tentiary  of  the  Eepublic  of  Salvador  to  Her  Majesty  the  Queen 
of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  Grand 
Officer  of  the  Legion  of  Honour; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  re- 
spective full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed 
upon  and  concluded  the  following  Articles : — 

Article  I. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  engage  to  deliver  up  to  each 
other,  under  the  circumstances  and  conditions  stated  in  the 
present  Treaty,  those  persons  who,  being  accused  or  convicted 
of  any  of  the  crimes  or  offences  enumerated  in  Article  II.,  com- 
mitted in  the  territory  of  the  one  Party,  shall  be  found  within 
the  territory  of  the  other  Party. 

Article  II. 

The  extradition  shall  be  reciprocally  granted  for  the  follow- 
ing crimes  or  offences : — 

1.  Murder  (including  assassination,  parricide,  infanticide, 
poisoning),  or  attempt  to  murder. 

2.  Manslaughter. 

3.  Administering  drugs  or  using  instruments  with  intent  to 
procure  the  miscarriage  of  women. 

4.  Kape. 

5.  Aggravated  or  indecent  assault;  carnal  knowledge  of  a 
girl  under  the  age  of  10  years;  carnal  knowledge  of  a  girl 
above  the  age  of  10  years  and  under  the  age  of  12  years;  in- 
decent assault  upon  any  female,  or  any  attempt  to  have  carnal 
knowledge  of  a  girl  under  12  years  of  age. 

6.  Kidnapping  and  false  imprisonment,  child-stealing,  aban- 
doning, exposing,  or  unlawfully  detaining  children. 

7.  Abduction  of  minors. 

8.  Bigamy. 
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9.  Wounding,  or  inflicting  grievous  bodily  harm. 

10.  Assaulting  a  Magistrate,  or  peace  or  public  officer. 

11.  Threats,  by  letter  or  otherwise,  with  intent  to  extort 
money  or  other  things  of  value. 

12.  Perjury  or  subornation  of  perjury. 

13.  Arson. 

14.  Burglary  or  housebreaking,  robbeiy  with  violence, 
laiTcny  or  embezzlement. 

15.  Fraud  by  a  bailee,  banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee, 
director,  member,  or  public  officer  of  any  company,  made 
criminal  by  any  law  for  the  time  being  in  force. 

16.  Obtaining  money,  valuable  security,  or  goods  by  false 
pretences;  receiving  any  money,  valuable  security,  or  other 
property,  knowing  the  same  to  have  been  stolen  or  unlawfully 
obtained. 

17.  (a.)  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  or  bringing  into 
circulation  counterfeited  or  altered  money. 

(5.)  Forgery,  or  counterfeiting  or  altering,  or  uttering  what 
is  forged,  counterfeited,  or  altered. 

(c.)  Knowingly  making,  without  lawful  authority,  any  in- 
strument, tool,  or  engine  adapted  and  intended  for  the  counter- 
feiting of  coin  of  the  realm. 

18.  Crimes  against  bankruptcy  law. 

19.  Any  malicious  act  done  with  intent  to  endanger  persons 
in  a  railway  train. 

20.  Malicious  injury  to  property,  if  such  offence  be  indict- 
able. 

21.  Crimes  committed  at  sea : — 
(a.)  Piracy  by  the  law  of  nations. 

(6.)  Sinking  or  destroying  a  vessel  at  sea,  or  attempting  or 
conspiring  to  do  so. 

(c.)  Revolt  or  conspiracy  to  revolt,  by  two  or  more  persons 
on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  against  the  authority  of  the 
master. 
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(d,)  Assault  on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  with  intent  to 
destroy  life,  or  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm. 

22.  Dealing  in  slaves  in  such  manner  as  to  constitute  an 
offence  against  the  laws  of  both  countries. 

The  extradition  is  also  to  take  place  for  participation  in  any 
of  the  aforesaid  crimes  as  an  accessory  before  or  after  the  fact, 
provided  such  participation  be  punishable  by  the  laws  of  both 
Contracting  Parties. 

Article  III. 

No  Salvadorian  shall  be  delivered  up  by  the  Government  of 
Salvador  to  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  no 
subject  of  the  United  Kingdom  shall  be  delivered  up  by  the 
Government  thereof  to  the  Government  of  Salvador. 

Article  IV. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if  the  person  claimed  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  the 
person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  Salvador, 
has  already  been  tried  and  discharged  or  punished,  or  is  still 
under  trial  in  the  territory  of  Salvador  or  in  the  United  King- 
dom respectively  for  the  crime  for  which  his  extradition  is 
demanded. 

If  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  or  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  Salva- 
dor, should  be  under  examination  for  any  other  crime  in  the 
territory  of  Salvador  or  in  the  United  Kingdom  respectively, 
his  extradition  shall  be  deferred  until  the  conclusion  of  the 
trial  and  the  full  execution  of  any  punishment  awarded  to  him. 

Article  V. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if,  subsequently  to  the 
commission  of  the  crime,  or  the  institution  of  the  penal  proso- 
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cution  or  the  conviction  thereon,  exemption  from  prosecution 
or  punishment  has  been  acquired  by  lapse  of  time,  according  to 
the  laws  of  the  State  applied  to. 


Abticlb  VI. 

A  fugitive  criminal  shall  not  be  surrendered  if  the  offence 
in  respect  of  which  his  surrender  is  demanded  is  one  of  a 
political  character,  or  if  he  prove  that  the  requisition  for  his 
surrender  has,  in  fact,  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  or  punish 
him  for  an  offence  of  a  political  character. 

Abticle  VII. 

A  person  surrendered  can  in  no  case  be  kept  in  prison  or  be 
brought  to  trial  in  the  State  to  which  the  surrender  has  been 
made,  for  any  other  crime,  or  on  account  of  any  other  matters, 
than  those  for  which  the  extradition  shall  have  taken  place. 
This  stipulation  does  not  apply  to  crimes  committed  after  the 
extitulition. 

Abticle  VIIL 

The  requisition  for  extradition  shall  be  made  through  the 
Diplomatic  Agents  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  re- 
spectively. 

The  requisition  for  the  extradition  of  an  accused  person 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of  arrest  issued  by  the 
competent  authority  of  the  State  requiring  the  extradition, 
and  by  such  evidence  as,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  place 
where  the  accused  is  found,  would  justify  his  arrest  if  the 
crime  had  been  committed  there. 

If  the  requisition  relates  to  a  person  already  convicted,  it 
must  be  accompanied  by  the  sentence  of  condemnation  passed 
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ligainst  the  convicted  person  by  the  competent  Court  of  the 
State  that  makes  the  requisition  for  extradition. 

A  requisition  for  extradition  cannot  be  founded  solely  on 
sentences  passed  in  coniumaciamy  but  persons  convicted  for 
contumacy  shall  be  deemed  to  be  accused  persons. 

Article  IX. 

If  the  requisition  for  extradition  be  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  stipulations,  the  competent  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  proceed  to  the  arrest  of  the  fugitive. 

The  prisoner  is  then  to  be  brought  before  a  competent  Magis- 
trate, who  is  to  examine  him,  and  to  conduct  the  preliminary 
investigation  of  the  case,  just  as  if  the  apprehension  had  taken 
place  for  a  crime  committed  in  the  same  country. 

Article  X 

A  fugitive  criminal  may  be  apprehended  under  a  warrant 
issued  by  any  Police  Magistrate,  Justice  of  the  Peace,  or  other 
competent  authority  in  either  country,  on  such  information  or 
complaint,  and  such  evidence,  or  after  such  proceedings  as 
would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  authority  issuing  the  warrant, 
justify  the  issue  of  a  warrant  if  the  crime  had  been  committed 
or  the  person  convicted  in  that  part  of  the  dominions  of  the 
two  Contracting  Parties  in  which  the  Magistrate,  Justice  of 
the  Peace,  or  other  competent  authority  exercises  jurisdiction  : 
provided,  however,  that  in  the  United  Kingdom  the  accused 
shall,  in  such  case,  be  sent  as  speedily  as  possible  before  a 
Police  Magistrate  in  London.  Ho  shall,  in  accordance  with 
this  Article,  be  discharged,  as  well  in  Salvador  as  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  if  within  the  term  of  thirty  days  a  requisition  for 
extradition  shall  not  have  been  made  by  the  Diplomatic  Agent 
of  his  country  in  accordance  with  the  stipulations  of  this 
Treaty. 
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The  same  rale  shall  apply  to  the  cases  of  persons  accused  or 
convicted  of  any  of  the  crimes  or  offences  specified  in  this 
Treaty,  and  committed  on  the  high  seas  on  board  any  vessel 
of  either  country  which  may  come  into  a  port  of  the  other. 

Article  XI. 

The  extradition  shall  take  place  only  if  the  evidence  be 
found  sufficient,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  State  applied  to, 
either  to  justify  the  committal  of  the  prisoner  for  trial,  in  case 
the  crime  had  been  committed  in  the  temtory  of  the  same 
State,  or  to  prove  that  the  prisoner  is  the  identical  person 
convicted  by  the  Courts  of  the  State  which  makes  the  requisi- 
tion, and  no  criminal  shall  be  surrendered  until  after  the 
expiration  of  fifteen  days  from  the  date  of  his  committal  to 
prison  to  await  the  warrant  for  his  surrender. 

Article  XII. 

In  the  examinations  which  they  have  to  make  in  accordance 
with  the  foregoing  stipulations,  the  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  admit  as  entirely  valid  evidence  the  sworn 
depositions  or  statements  of  witnesses  taken  in  the  other  State, 
or  copies  thereof,  and  likewise  the  warrants  and  sentences 
issued  therein,  provided  such  documents  purport  to  be  signed 
or  certified  by  a  Judge,  Magistrate,  or  Oflioer  of  such  State, 
and  are  authenticated  by  the  oath  of  some  witness,  or  by  being 
sealed  with  the  official  seal  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  or  some 
other  Minister  of  State. 

Article  XIII. 

If  the  individual  claimed  by  one  of  the  two  High  Con* 
tracting  Parties  in  pursuance  of  the  present  Treaty  should  be 
also  claimed  by  one  or  several  other  Powers,  on  account  of 
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other  crimes  or  offences  committed  upon  their  respective  terri- 
tories, his  extradition  shall  be  granted  to  that  State  whose 
demand  is  earliest  in  date;  unless  any  other  arrangement 
should  have  been  made  between  the  different  Governments  to 
determine  the  preference,  either  on  account  of  the  gravity  of 
the  crime  or  offence,  or  for  any  other  reason. 

Article  XIY. 

If  sufficient  evidence  for  the  extradition  be  not  produced 
within  two  months  from  the  date  of  the  apprehension  of  the 
fugitive,  he  shall  be  set  at  liberty. 

Article  XV. 

All  articles  seized  which  were  in  the  possession  of  the  person 
to  be  surrendered  at  the  time  of  his  apprehension  shall,  if  the 
competent  authority  of  the  State  applied  to  for  tlie  extradition 
has  ordered  the  delivery  of  such  articles,  be  given  up  when  the 
extradition  takes  place ;  and  the  said  delivery  shall  extend, 
not  merely  to  the  stolen  articles,  but  to  everything  that  may 
serve  as  a  proof  of  the  crime. 

Article  XVI. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  renounce  any  claim  for  the 
reimbursement  of  the  expenses  incurred  by  them  in  the  arrest 
and  maintenance  of  the  person  to  be  surrendered  and  his  con- 
veyance till  placed  on  board  ship ;  they  reciprocally  agree  to 
bear  such  expenses  themselves. 

Article  XVII. 

The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  be  applicable  to 
the  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty. 
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The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  refuge  in  any  of  such  Colonies  or  foreign  Possessions 
shall  be  made  to  the  Governor  or  chief  authority  of  such 
Colony  or  Possession  by  the  Chief  Consular  Officer  of  the 
Republic  of  Salvador  in  such  Colony  or  Possession. 

Such  requisition  may  be  disposed  of,  subject  always,  as 
nearly  as  may  be,  to  the  provisions  of  this  Treaty,  by  the  said 
Governor  or  chief  authority,  who,  however,  shall  be  at  liberty 
either  to  grant  the  surrender  or  to  refer  the  matter  to  his 
Government. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  shall,  however,  be  at  liberty  to  make 
special  arrangements  in  the  British  Colonies  and  foreign 
Possessions  for  the  surrender  of  Salvadorian  criminals  who 
may  take  refuge  within  such  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions, 
on  the  basis,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  of  the  provisions  of  the 
present  Treaty. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  from 
any  Colony  or  foreign  Possession  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty 
shall  be  governed  by  the  rules  laid  down  in  the  preceding 
Articles  of  the  present  Treaty. 


Article  XVIII. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  come  into  force  ten  days  after  its 
publication,  in  conformity  with  the  forms  prescribed  by  the 
laws  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties.  It  may  be  terminated 
by  either  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties,  but  shall  remain  in 
force  for  six  months  after  notice  has  been  given  for  its 
termination. 

The  Treaty,  after  receiving  the  approval  of  the  Congress  of 
Salvador,  shall  be  ratified  and  the  ratifications  shall  be  ex- 
changed at  London  as  soon  as  possible. 
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In  witness  whereof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seal  of  their 
arms. 

Done  at  Paris,  the  twenty-third  day  of  June,  in  the  year  of 
our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-one. 

(L.S.)        Lyons. 

(L.S.)        J.  M.  Torres  Caicedo. 


(     clxxiv     ) 


SPAIN. 

Tbeatt  between  Her  Majesty  and  the  King  of  Spain 
FOB  THE  Mutual  Suerendeb  of  Criminals. — Signed  at 
London f  June  4^  1878. 

RatificatioDB  exchanged  at  London,  Noyember  21, 1878.* 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Spain,  hav- 
ing judged  it  expedient,  with  a  view  to  the  better  administra- 
tion of  justice  and  the  prevention  of  crime,  that  persons  charged 
with,  or  convicted  of  the  crimes  hereinafter  enumerated,  and 
being  fugitives  from  justice,  should,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, be  reciprocally  delivered  up,  have  resolved  to  conclude 
the  present  Treaty,  and  have  appointed  as  their  Plenipoten- 
tiaries, namely : — 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  Bight  Honourable  Bobert  Arthur 
Talbot  Gascoyne  Cecil,  Marquis  and  Earl  of  Salisbury,  Viscount 
Cranborne,  Dorset,  and  Baron  Cecil  of  Essendine,  a  Peer  of 
the  United  Elingdom,  a  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Most  Hon- 
ourable Privy  Council,  Her  Principal  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affaii's; 

And  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Spain,  Don  Manuel  Banc^s  y 
Yillanueva,  Marquis  of  Casa  Laiglesia,  a  Senator  of  the  King- 
dom, Knight  Grand  Cross  of  the  Boyal  and  Distinguished 
Order  of  Charles  III.,  and  Knight  of  the  First  Class  of  the 
Civil  Order  of  Beneficence  of  Spain ;  Knight  Grand  Cross  of 

*  Extradition  Acts  applied  bj  Order  in  Council  from  December  9,  1878. 
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the  Papal  Order  of  Gregory  the  Great ;  Knight  of  the  First 
Class  of  the  iloyal  Order  of  the  Red  Ragle  of  Prussia;  Knight 
Grand  Gross  of  the  Royal  Orders  of  the  Crown  of  Italy,  of 
Frederick  of  Wurtemberg,  and  of  Albert  the  Valorous  of 
Saxony ;  of  the  Grand  Ducal  Orders  of  Philip  the  Magnani- 
mous of  Hesse-Darmstadt,  of  the  White  Hawk  of  Saxe- Weimar, 
of  the  Crown  of  Yandalia  of  Mecklenburg-Schwerin,  and  of 
the  Ducal  Order  of  Adolphus  of  Nassau ;  Knight  Grand  Cross 
of  the  Lion  and  the  Sun  of  Persia,  ibc.,  his  Envoy  Extra- 
ordinary and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  re- 
spective fuU  powers,  and  found  them  in  good  and  due  form, 
have  agreed  upon  the  following  Articles : — 

Abticlb  I. 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  engages  to  deliver  up,  under  the  circum- 
stances and  on  the  conditions  stipulated  in  the  present  Treaty, 
all  persons,  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Spain  engages  to 
deliver  up,  under  the  like  circumstances  and  conditions,  all 
persons,  excepting  his  own  subjects,  who,  having  been  charged 
with,  or  convicted  by  the  Tribunals  of  one  of  the  two  High 
Contracting  Parties  of  the  crimes  or  offences  enumerated  in 
Article  II.,  committed  in  the  territory  of  the  one  Party,  and 
who  shall  be  found  within  the  territory  of  the  other. 

Abticlb  IL 

The  extradition  shall  be  reciprocally  granted  for  the  follow- 
ing crimes  or  offences : — 

1.  Murder  (including  assassination,  parricide,  infanticide 

poisoning,  or  attempt  to  murder). 
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2.  Mancdaughter. 

3.  Administering  drags  or  using  instraments  with  intent  to 
procure  the  miscarriage  of  women. 

4.  Bape. 

5.  Aggravated  or  indecent  assault.  Carnal  knowledge  of  a 
girl  under  the  age  of  10  years ;  carnal  knowledge  of  a  girl 
above  the  age  of  10  years  and  under  the  age  of  12  years  . 
indecent  assault  upon  any  female,  or  any  attempt  to  have 
carnal  knowledge  of  a  girl  under  12  years  of  age. 

6.  Kidnapping  and  false  imprisonment,  child>stealing,  aban- 
doning, exposing,  or  unlawfully  detaining  children. 

7.  Abduction  of  minors. 

8.  Bigamy. 

9.  Wounding  or  inflicting  grievous  bodily  harm. 

10.  Assaulting  a  Magistrate  or  peace  or  public  officer. 

11.  Threats  by  letter  or  otherwise  with  intent  to  extort 
money  or  other  things  of  value. 

]  2.  Perjury,  or  subornation  of  perjury. 

13.  Arson. 

14.  Burglary  or  housebreaking,  robbery  with  violence,  lar- 
ceny or  embezzlement. 

15.  Fraud  by  a  bailee,  banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee,  director, 
member,  or  public  officer  of  any  company,  made  criminal  by 
any  law  for  the  time  being  in  force. 

16.  Obtaining  money,  valuable  security,  or  goods  by  false 
pretences;  receiving  any  money,  valuable  security,  or  other 
property,  knowing  the  same  to  have  been  unlawfuUy  obtained. 

17.  (a)  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  or  bringing  into 
circulation  counterfeited  or  altered  money ; 

(b)  Forgery,  or  counterfeiting  or  altering  or  uttering  what 
is  forged,  counterfeited  or  altered ; 

(c)  Knowingly  making  without  lawful  authority  any  instru- 
ment, tool,  or  engine  adapted  and  intended  for  the  counterfeit- 
ing of  coin  of  the  realm. 
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18.  Crimes  against  bankruptcy  law. 

19.  Any  malicious  act  done  with  intent  to  endanger  penlbns 
in  a  railway  train. 

20.  Malicious  injury  to  property,  if  such  offence  be  in 
dictable. 

21.  Crimes  committed  at  sea. 
(a)  Piracy  by  the  law  of  nations. 

(h)  Sinking  or  destroying  a  vessel  at  sea,  or  attempting  or 
conspiring  to  do  so. 

(c)  Revolt  or  conspiracy  to  revolt  by  two  or  more  persons 
on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  against  the  authority  of  the 
master. 

(d)  Assault  on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  with  intent  to 
destroy  life,  or  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm. 

22.  Dealing  in  slaves  in  such  manner  as  to  constitute  an 
offence  against  the  laws  of  both  countries. 

The  extradition  is  also  to  take  place  for  participation  in  any 
of  the  aforesaid  crimes  as  an  accessory  before  or  after  the  fact, 
provided  such  participation  be  punishable  by  the  laws  of  both 
Contracting  Parties. 

Article  III. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  apply  to  crimes  and  offences  com- 
mitted prior  to  the  signature  of  the  Treaty;  but  a  person 
surrendered  shall  not  be  tried  for  any  crime  or  offence  com- 
mitted in  the  other  country  before  the  extradition^  other  than 
the  crime  for  which  his  surrender  has  been  granted. 

Ajitiglb  IV. 

No  person  shall  be  surrendered  if  the  offence  in  respect  of 
which  his  surrender  is  demanded  is  one  of  a  political  character, 
or  if  he  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  competent  authority  of 
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the  State  in  which  he  is  that  the  requisition  for  his  surrender 
has  in  fact  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  or  punish  him  for  an 
offence  of  a  political  character. 

Abtiglb  V. 

In  the  States  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Spain,  excepting 
the  provinces  or  possessions  beyond  sea,  the  proceedings  for 
demanding  and  obtaining  the  extradition  shall  be  as  follows: — 
The  Diplomatic  Representative  of  Great  Britain  shall  end 
to  the  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Ministro  de  EsUido)^  with 
the  demand  for  extradition,  an  authenticated  and  legalized 
copy  of  the  sentence  or  of  the  warrant  of  arrest  against  the 
person  accused,  clearly  showing  the  crime  or  offence  for  which 
proceedings  are  taken  against  the  fugitive.  This  judicial  docu- 
ment shall  be  accompanied,  if  possible,  by  a  description  of  the 
person  claimed,  and  any  other  information  or  particulars  that 
may  serve  to  identify  him. 

These  documents  shall  be  communicated  by  the  Minister  for 
Foreign  Afl^irs  to  the  Minister  of  Grace  and  Justice,  by  whose 
Department,  after  examining  the  documents  and  finding  that 
there  is  reason  for  the  extradition,  a  Royal  Order  will  be  issued 
granting  it  and  directing  the  arrest  of  the  person  claimed  and 
his  delivery  to  the  British  authorities. 

In  virtue  of  the  said  Boyal  Order,  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior (^Ministro  de  la  Gobemcusion)  will  adopt  the  fitting 
measures  for  the  arrest  of  the  fugitive,  and  when  this  has  taken 
place,  the  person  claimed  shall  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Diplomatic  Representative  who  has  demanded  his  extradition, 
and  he  shall  be  taken  to  the  part  of  the  frontier  or  to  the  sea- 
port where  the  agent  appointed  for  the  purpose  by  Her 
Britannic  Majesty's  Government  is  ready  to  take  charge  of 
him. 

In  case  the  documents  furnished  by  the  said  Government  for 
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the  identification  of  the  person  claimed,  or  the  information 
obtained  by  the  Spanish  authorities  for  the  same  purpose, 
should  be  considered  insufficient,  immediate  notice  thereof  shall 
be  given  to  the  Diplomatic  Representative  of  Great  Britain, 
and  the  person  under  arrest  shall  be  detained  until  the  British 
Government  shall  have  furnished  fresh  evidence  to  prove  his 
identity  or  to  clear  up  any  other  difficulty  relative  to  the 
examination  and  decision  of  the  affair. 

Article  VI. 

In  the  dominions  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  other  than  the 
Colonies  or  foreign  Possessions  of  Her  Majesty,  the  manner  of 
proceeding,  in  order  to  demand  and  obtain  extradition,  shall  be 
as  follows : — 

(A.)  In  the  case  of  a  person  accused — The  requisition  for  the 
surrender  shall  be  made  to  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Principal 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  by  the  Diplomatic 
Eepresentative  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Spain.  The  said 
demand  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of  arrest  or  other 
equivalent  judicial  document,  issued  by  a  Judge  or  Magistrate 
duly  authorized  to  take  cognizance  of  the  acts  charged  against 
the  accused  in  Spain,  and  duly  authenticated  depositions  or 
statements  taken  on  oath  before  such  Judge  or  Magistrate, 
clearly  setting  forth  the  said  acts,  and  containing  a  description 
of  the  person  claimed,  and  any  particulars  which  may  serve  to 
identify  him. 

The  said  Principal  Secretary  of  State  shall  transmit  such 
documents  to  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Principal  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  who  shall  then,  by  order 
under  his  hand  and  seal,  signify  to  some  Police  Magistrate  in 
London  that  such  requisition  has  been  made,  and  require  hiro, 
if  there  be  due  cause,  to  issue  his  warrant  for  the  apprehension 
of  the  fugitive.     On  the  receipt  of  such  order  from  the  Secre- 


dxXX  APPENDIX, 

taiy  of  State,  and  on  the  production  of  such  evidence  as 
would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Ma^^strate,  justifj  the  issae  of 
the  warrant  if  the  crime  had  been  committed  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  he  shall  issue  his  warrant  accordingly. 

When  the  person  claimed  shall  have  been  apprehended,  he 
shall  be  brought  before  the  Magistate  who  issued  the  warrant, 
or  some  other  Police  Magistrate  in  London.  If  the  evidence 
to  be  then  produced  shall  be  such  as  to  justify,  according  to 
the  law  of  England,  the  committal  for  trial  of  the  prisoner 
if  the  crime  of  which  he  is  accused  had  been  committed  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  the  Police  Magistrate  shall  commit 
him  to  prison  to  await  the  warrant  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  his  surrender;  sending  immediately  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  a  certificate  of  the  9ommittal  and  a  report  upon  the  case. 

After  the  expiration  of  a  period  from  the  committal  of  the 
prisoner,  which  shall  never  be  less  than  fifteen  days,  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall,  by  order  under  his  hand  and  seal, 
order  the  fugitive  criminal  to  be  surrendered  to  such  person 
as  may  be  duly  authorized  to  receive  him  on  the  part  of  the 
Spanish  Government. 

(B.)  In  the  case  of  a  person  convicted — ^The  course  of  pro- 
ceeding shall  be  the  same  as  above  indicated,  except  that  the 
warrant  to  be  transmitted  by  the  Diplomatic  Bepresentative  of 
Spain  in  support  of  his  requisition  shall  clearly  set  forth  the 
crime  or  offence  of  which  the  person  claimed  has  been  con- 
victed, and  state  the  place  and  date  of  his  conviction. 

The  evidence  to  be  produced  before  the  Police  Magistrate 
shall  be  such  as  would,  according  to  the  law  of  England,  prove 
that  the  prisoner  was  convicted  of  the  crime  charged. 

(C.)  Persons  convicted  by  judgment  in  default  or  arret  de 
contumace,  shall  be,  in  the  matter  of  extradition,  considered  as 
persons  accused,  and,  as  such,  be  surrendered. 

(D.)  After  the  Police  Magistrate  shall  have  committed  the 
accused  or  convicted  person  to  prison  to  await  the  order  of  a 
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Secretary  of  State  for  his  surrender,  such  person  shall  have 
the  right  to  apply  for  a  writ  of  haheaa  corpus  ;  if  he  should  so 
apply,  his  surrender  must  be  deferred  until  after  the  decision 
of  the  Court  upon  the  return  to  the  writ,  and  even  then  can 
only  take  place  if  the  decision  is  adverse  to  the  applicant.  In 
the  latter  case  the  Court  may  at  once  order  his  delivery  to  the 
person  authorized  to  receive  him,  without  the  order  of  a  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  his  surrender,  or  commit  him  to  prison  to 
await  such  order. 

A&TICLE  VII. 

Warrants,  depositions,  or  statements  on  oath,  issued  or 
taken  in  the  dominions  of  either  of  the  two  High  Contracting 
Parties,  and  copies  thereof,  and  certificates  of  or  judicial  docu- 
ments stating  the  facts  of  conviction,  shall  be  received  in 
evidence  in  proceedings  in  the  dominions  of  the  other,  if  pur- 
porting to  be  signed  or  certified  by  a  Judge,  Magistrate,  or 
officer  of  the  country  where  they  were  issued  or  taken,  pro- 
vided such  warrants,  depositions,  statements,  copies,  certificates, 
and  judicial  documents  are  authenticated  by  the  oath  of  some 
witness,  or  by  being  sealed  with  the  official  seal  of  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  or  some  other  Minister  of  State. 

Article  VIIL 

A  fugitive  criminal  may  be  apprehended  under  a  warrant 
issued  by  any  Police  Magistrate,  Justice  of  the  Peace,  or  other 
competent  authority  in  either  country,  on  such  information  or 
complaint,  and  such  evidence,  or  after  such  proceedings  as 
would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  authority  issuing  the  warrant, 
justify  the  issue  of  a  warrant  if  the  crime  had  been  committed 
or  the  person  convicted  in  that  part  of  the  dominions  of  the 
two  Contracting  Parties  in  which  the  Magistrate,  Justice  of 
the  Peace,  or  other  competent  authority  exercises  jurisdiction : 
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provided,  however,  that,  in  the  United  Kingdom,  the  aocnsed 
shall,  in  such  case,  be  sent  as  speedily  as  possible  before  a 
Police  Magistrate  in  London.  He  shall  in  acoordance  with 
this  Article  be  discharged,  as  well  in  Spain  as  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  if  within  the  term  of  thirty  days  a  requisition  for 
extradition  shall  not  have  been  made  by  the  Diplomatic  Agent 
of  his  country  in  accordance  with  the  stipulations  of  this 
Treaty. 

The  same  rule  shall  apply  to  the  cases  of  persons  accused  or 
convicted  of  any  of  the  crimes  or  offences  specified  in  this 
Treaty,  and  committed  on  the  high  seas  on  board  any  vessel  of 
either  country  which  may  come  into  a  port  of  the  other. 

Article  IX. 

If  the  fugitive  criminal  who  has  been  committed  to  prison 
be  not  surrendered  and  conveyed  away  within  two  months 
after  such  committal,  or  within  two  months  after  the  adverse 
decision  of  the  Court  upon  the  return  to  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  he  shall  be  discharged  from  custody 
unless  sufficient  cause  be  shown  to  the  contrary. 

Article  X. 

In  the  Provinces  beyond  sea.  Colonies  and  other  Possessions 
beyond  sea  of  the  two  High  Contracting  Parties,  the  manner 
of  proceeding  shall  be  as  follows : — 

The  requisition  for  extradition  of  the  fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  refuge  in  an  over-sea  Province,  Colony,  or  Possession 
of  either  of  the  two  Contracting  Parties,  shall  be  made  to  the 
Grovemor  or  Chief  Authority  of  such  Province,  Colony,  or 
Possession  by  the  Chief  Consular  Officer  of  the  other  State  in 
such  Province,  Colony,  or  Possession ;  or,  if  the  fugitive  has 
escaped  from  an  over-sea  Province,  Colony,  or  Possession  of 
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the  State  on  whose  behalf  the  extradition  is  demanded,  by  the 
Governor  or  Chief  Authority  of  such  Province,  Colony,  or 
Possession. 

In  these  cases  the  provisions  of  this  Treaty  shall  be  observed 
as  far  as  possible  by  the  respective  Governors  or  Chief  Autho- 
rities, who,  however,  shall  be  at  liberty  either  to  grant  the 
extradition  or  to  refer  the  decision  of  the  matter  to  the  Govern- 
ments of  their  respective  countries. 

Abticle  XI. 

In  cases  where  it  may  be  necessary,  the  Spanish  Crovem- 
ment  shall  be  represented  at  the  English  Courts  by  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  the  English  Government  in  the 
Spanish  Courts  by  the  Public  Prosecutor  (Ministerio  FtscoTj. 

The  respective  €rovemments  will  give  assistance  to  the 
Diplomatic  Eepresentatives  who  claim  their  intervention  for 
the  custody  and  security  of  the  persons  subject  to  extradition. 

Article  XII. 

The  claim  for  extradition  shall  not  be  complied  with  if  the 
individual  claimed  has  been  already  tried  for  the  same  offence 
in  the  country  whence  the  extradition  is  demanded,  or  if, 
since  the  commission  of  the  acts  charged,  the  accusation  or  the 
conviction,  exemption  from  prosecution  or  punishment  has 
been  acquired  by  lapse  of  time,  according  to  the  laws  of  that 
country. 

Article  XIII. 

If  the  individual  claimed  by  one  of  the  two  High  Con- 
tracting Parties  in  pursuance  of  the  present  Treaty  should  be 
also  claimed  by  one  or  several  other  Powers,  on  account  of 
other  crimes    or   offences    committed    upon  their  respective 
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territories,  bis  extradition  shall  be  granted  to  tbat  State  whose 
demand  is  earliest  in  date;  unless  any  other  arrangement 
should  exist  between  the  different  Governments  to  determine 
the  preference,  either  on  account  of  the  gravity  of  the  crime 
or  offence,  or  for  any  other  reason. 

A&TICLE  XIV. 

If  the  individual  claimed  should  be  under  prosecution,  or 
have  been  condemned  for  a  crime  or  offence  committed  in  the 
country  where  he  may  have  taken  refuge,  his  surrender  may 
be  deferred  until  he  shall  have  been  set  at  liberty  in  due 
course  of  law. 

In  case  he  should  be  proceeded  against  or  detained  in  such 
country  on  account  of  obligations  contracted  towards  private 
individuals,  the  extradition  shall  nevertheless  take  place. 

A&TICLE  XV. 

Every  article  found  in  the  possession  of  the  individual 
claimed  at  the  time  of  his  arrest  shall,  if  the  competent 
authority  so  decide,  be  seized,  in  order  to  be  delivered  up  with 
his  person  at  the  time  when  the  extradition  takes  place. 
Such  delivery  shall  not  be  limited  to  the  property  or  articles 
obtained  by  stealing  or  by  fraudulent  bankruptcy,  but  shall 
extend  to  everything  that  may  serve  as  proof  of  the  crime  or 
offence,  and  shall  take  place  even  when  the  extradition,  after 
having  been  granted,  cannot  be  carried  out  by  reason  of  the 
escape  or  death  of  the  individual  claimed. 

The  rights  of  third  parties  with  regard  to  the  said  property 
or  articles  are  nevertheless  reserved. 

Article  XVI. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  renounce  any  claim  for  the 
reimbursement  of  the  expenses  incurred  by  them  in  the  arrest 
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and  maintenanoe  of  the  person  to  be  surrendered,  and  his 
conveyance  as  far  as  the  frontier ;  they  reciprocally  agree  to 
bear  such  expenses  themselves. 

Abticlb  XYII. 

The  piesent  Treaty  shall  be  ratified  and  the  ratifications 
shall  be  exchanged  at  London  as  soon  as  possible. 

It  shall  come  into  operation  ten  days  after  its  publication, 
in  conformity  with  the  laws  of  the  respective  countries,  and 
each  of  the  Contracting  Parties  may  at  any  time  terminate 
the  Treaty  on  giving  to  the  other  six  months'  notice  of  its 
intention  to  do  so. 

In  witness  whereof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seals  of  their 
arms. 

Done  at  London,  the  fourth  day  of  June,  in  the  year  of  Our 
Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-eight. 

(L.S.)        Salisbury. 

(L.S.)        Masques  de  Casa  Laiolesia. 
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SWEDEN  AND  NORWAY. 

Tbeatt  between  Hsb  Majesty  and  the  Kino  of  Swsdeit 
AND  Norway  fob  the  Mutual  Subbendeb  of  Fugititb 
Cbiminals. — Signed  at  Stockholm,  June  26,  1873. 

Batificadoiit  ezchaDged  at  Stockholm,  August  28, 1873.* 

Heb  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Sweden 
and  Norway,  having  judged  it  expedient,  with  a  view  to  the 
better  administration  of  justice  and  to  the  more  complete 
prevention  of  crime  within  the  respective  countries,  that 
persons  charged  with  or  convicted  of  the  crimes  hereinafter 
enumerated,  and  being  fugitives  from  justice,  should,  under 
certain  circumstances,  be  reciprocally  delivered  up ;  their  said 
Majesties  have  named  as  their  Plenipotentiaries  to  conclude  a 
Treaty  for  this  purpose,  that  is  to  say : 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  Honourable  Edward  Morris  Erskine, 
a  Companion  of  the  Most  Honourable  Order  of  the  Bath,  Her 
Majesty's  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary 
to  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Sweden  and  Norway ; 

And  His  Majesty  the  Eing  of  Sweden  and  Norway, 
Henrick  Wilhelm  Bredberg,  Grand  Cross  of  the  Order  of  the 
Polar  Star,  His  Majesty's  Councillor  of  State  and  Acting 
Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs ; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  re- 
spective full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed 
upon  and  concluded  the  following  Articles : — 

•  Extradition  Acts  applied  by  Order  in  Council  from  October  17,  1878. 
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Abticlb  I. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  engage  to  deliver  up  to  each 
other  those  persons  who,  being  accused  or  convicted  of  a 
crime  committed  in  the  territory  of  the  one  Party,  shall  be 
found  within  the  territory  of  the  other  Party,  under  the 
circumstances  and  conditions  stated  in  the  present  Treaty. 

Article  II. 

The  crimes  for  which  the  extradition  is  to  be  granted  are 
the  following: — 

1.  Murder  (child  murder  and  poisoning  included)  or  attempt 
to  murder. 

2.  Manslaughter. 

3.  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  uttering  or  bringing 
into  circulation  knowingly  counterfeit  or  altered  money. 

4.  Forgery  or  counterfeiting  or  altering  or  uttering  what  is 
forged,  or  counterfeited,  or  altered,  comprehending  the  crimes 
designated  in  the  Swedish  and  Norwegian  penal  codes  as 
counterfeiting  or  falsification  of  paper  money,  bank  notes  or 
other  securities,  forgery  or  falsification  of  other  public  or 
private  documents,  likewise  the  uttering  or  bringing  into  cir- 
culation or  wilfully  using  such  counterfeited,  forged,  or  falsi- 
fied papers. 

5.  Embezzlement  or  larceny. 

6.  Obtaining  money  or  goods  by  false  pretences,  except,  as 
regards  Norway,  cases  in  which  the  crime  is  not  accompanied 
by  aggravating  circumstances  according  to  the  law  of  that 
country. 

7.  Crimes  by  bankrupts  against  bankruptcy  law. 

8.  Fraud  by  a  bailee,  banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee,  or 
director,  or  member  or  public  ofiicer  of  any  company,  made 
criminal  by  any  law  for  the  time  being  in  force. 
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9.  Rape. 

10.  Abduction. 

11.  Child-stealing. 

12.  Boiglary  or  housebreaking. 

13.  Arson. 

14.  Robbery  with  violence. 

15.  Threats  by  letter  or  otherwise  with  intent  to  extort, 
except,  as  regards  Norway,  cases  in  which  this  crime  is  not 
punishable  by  the  laws  of  that  country. 

16.  Sinking  or  destroying  a  vessel  at  sea,  or  attempting 
to  do  so. 

17.  Assaults  on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  with  intent  to 
destroy  life  or  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm. 

18.  Revolt,  or  conspiracy  to  revolt,  by  two  or  more  persons 
on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  against  the  authority  of  the 
master ;  except,  as  regards  Norway,  conspiracy  to  revolt. 

The  extradition  is  also  to  take  place  for  participation  in  any 
of  the  aforesaid  crimes,  provided  such  participation  be  punish- 
able by  the  laws  of  both  the  Contracting  Parties^ 

Abtigli  III. 

No  Swedish  or  Norwegian  subject  shall  be  delivered  up  to 
the  Government  of  the  United  Eingdom ;  and  no  subject  of 
the  United  Kingdom  shall  be  delivered  up  to  the  Swedish  or 
Norwegian  Government. 

Aaticlb  IV. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if  the  person  claimed 
has  already  been  tried  and  discharged  or  punished,  or  is  still 
under  trial  in  the  country  where  he  has  taken  refuge,  for  the 
crime  for  which  his  extradition  is  demanded. 

If  the  person  claimed  should  be  under  examination  for  any 
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other  crime  in  the  country  where  he  has  taken  refuge,  his 
extradition  shall  he  deferred  until  the  conclusion  of  the  trial, 
and  the  full  execution  of  any  punishment  awarded  to  him. 

Article  V. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if,  subsequently  to  the 
commission  of  the  crime,  or  the  institution  of  the  penal  prose- 
cution, or  the  conviction  thereon,  exemption  from  prosecution 
or  punishment  has  been  acquired  by  lapse  of  time,  according 
to  the  laws  of  the  country  where  the  criminal  has  taken 
refuge. 

Article  VI. 

A  fugitive  criminal  shall  not  be  surrendered  if  the  offence  in 
respect  of  which  his  surrender  is  demanded  is  one  of  a  political 
character,  or  if  he  prove  that  the  requisition  for  his  surrender 
has  in  fact  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  or  punish  him  for  an 
offence  of  a  political  character. 

Aeticlb  YII. 

A  person  surrendered  by  either  of  the  High  Contracting 
Parties  to  the  other  cannot,  until  he  has  been  restored  or  had 
an  opportunity  of  returning  to  the  country  from  whence  he 
was  surrendered,  be  triable  or  tried  for  any  crime  committed 
in  the  other  country  other  than  that  on  account  of  which  the 
extradition  shall  have  taken  place. 

This  stipulation  does  not  apply  to  crimes  committed  after 
the  extradition. 

Article  VIII. 

The  requisitions  for  extradition  shall  be  made  tnrough 
the  Diplomatic  Agents  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  re- 
spectively. 
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The  requisition  for  the  extradition  of  an  accused  person 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of  arrest  issued  by  the 
competent  authority  of  the  State  requiring  the  extradition, 
and  by  such  evidence  as,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  place 
where  the  accused  is  found,  would  justify  his  arrest  if  the 
crime  had  been  committed  there. 

If  the  requisition  relates  to  a  person  already  convicted,  it 
must  be  accompanied  by  the  sentence  of  condemnation  passed 
against  the  convicted  person  by  the  competent  Court  of  the 
State  that  makes  the  requisition  for  extradition. 

The  requisition  ought,  as  far  as  possible,  to  be  accompanied 
by  a  description  of  the  person  accused  or  convicted,  in  order  to 
identify  him. 

A  requisition  for  extradition  cannot  be  founded  on  sentences 
passed  in  contumaciam. 


Article  IX. 

If  the  requisition  for  extradition  be  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  stipulations,  the  competent  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  proceed  to  the  arrest  of  the  f  ugitive» 

The  prisoner  is  then  to  be  brought  before  a  competent 
Magistrate,  who  is  to  examine  him  and  to  conduct  the 
preliminary  investigation  of  the  case,  just  as  if  the  appre- 
hension had  taken  place  for  a  crime  committed  in  the  same 
country. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  before  the  expiration  of 
fifteen  days  from  the  apprehension,  and  then  only  if  the 
evidence  be  found  sufficient,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  State 
applied  to,  either  to  justify  the  committal  of  the  prisoner  for 
trial,  or  to  prove  that  the  prisoner  is  the  identical  person 
convicted  by  the  Courts  of  the  State  which  makes  the 
requisition. 
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Article  X. 

In  the  examinations  which  they  have  to  make,  in  accordance 
with  the  foregoing  stipulations,  the  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  admit  as  entirely  valid  evidence  the  sworn 
depositions  or  statements  of  witnesses  taken  in  the  other  State, 
or  copies  thereof,  and  likewise  the  warrants  and  sentences 
issued  therein,  provided  such  documents  are  signed  or  certi- 
fied by  a  Judge,  Magistrate,  or  officer  of  such  State,  and  are 
authenticated  by  the  oath  of  some  witness,  or  by  being  sealed 
with  the  official  seal  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  or  some  other 
Minister  of  State. 

Article  XI. 

If  sufficient  evidence  for  the  extradition  be  not  produced 
within  two  months  from  the  date  of  the  apprehension  of  the 
fugitive,  he  shall  be  set  at  liberty. 

Article  XII. 

All  articles  seized  which  were  in  the  possession  of  the 
person  to  be  surrendered  at  the  time  of  his  apprehension  shall, 
if  the  competent  authority  of  the  State  applied  to  for  the 
extradition  has  ordered  the  delivery  thereof,  be  given  up  when 
the  extradition  takes  place ;  and  the  said  delivery  shall  extend 
not  merely  to  the  stolen  articles,  but  to  everything  that  may 
serve  as  a  proof  of  the  crime. 

Article  XIII. 

Each  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  shall  defray  and  bear 
expenses  incurred  by  it  in  the  arrest,  maintenance  and  convey- 
ance of  the  individual  to  be  surrendered  till  placed  on  board 

KE 


CXCii  APPENDIX. 

• 

ship,  as  well  as  in  keeping  and  conveying  the  articles  which 
are  to  be  delivered  up  in  conformity  with  the  stipulations  of 
the  preceding  Article. 

The  individual  to  be  surrendered  shall  be  conveyed  to  the 
port  specified  by  the  applying  Government,  at  whose  expense 
he  shall  be  taken  on  board  the  ship  to  convey  him  away. 

If  it  be  necessary  to  convey  the  individual  claimed  through 
the  territories  of  another  State,  the  expenses  incurred  thereby 
shall  be  defrayed  by  the  applying  State. 


Abticle  XIV. 

The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  be  applicable  to 
the  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions  of  the  two  High  Contract- 
ing  Parties. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  refuge  in  a  Colony  or  foreign  Possession  of  either 
Party,  shall  be  made  to  the  Governor  or  Chief  Authority  of 
such  Colony  or  Possession  by  the  Chief  Consular  Officer  of  the 
other  in  such  Colony  or  Possession;  or,  if  the  fugitive  has 
escaped  from  a  Colony  or  foreign  Possession  of  the  Party  on 
whose  behalf  the  requisition  is  made,  by  the  Governor  or  Chief 
Authority  of  such  Colony  or  Possession. 

Such  requisitions  may  be  disposed  of,  subject  always,  as 
nearly  as  may  be,  to  the  provisions  of  this  Treaty,  by  the  re- 
spective Governors  or  Chief  Authorities,  who,  however,  shall  be 
at  liberty  either  to  grant  the  surrender,  or  to  refer  the  matter 
to  their  Government. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  shall,  however,  be  at  liberty  to  make 
special  arrangements  in  the  British  Colonies  and  foreign 
Possessions  for  the  surrender  of  Swedish  and  Norwegian 
criminals  who  may  there  take  refuge,  on  the  basis,  as  nearly 
as  may  be,  of  the  provisions  of  the  present  Treaty. 
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Article  XV. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  come  into  force  ten  days  after  its 
publication,  in  conformity  with  the  forms  prescribed  by  the 
laws  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties.  It  may  be  terminated 
by  either  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties,  but  shall  remain 
in  force  for  six  months  after  notice  has  been  given  for  its  ter. 
mination. 

Article  XVI. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratifications 
shall  be  exchanged  at  Stockholm  as  soon  as  may  be  possible. 

In  witness  whereof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  affixed  thereto  their  seals. 

Done  at  Stockholm,  the  26th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  of 
our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-three. 

(L.S.)        E.  M.  Ebskine. 
(L.S.)        H.  W.  Bbedbebg. 


S  £  2 
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SWITZERLAND. 

Treaty  between  Her  Majesty  and  the  Swiss  Federal 
Council  for  the  Mutual  Surrender  op  Fugitive 
Criminals. — Signed  at  Berne,  November  26,  1880. 

Ratifications  exchanged  at  Berne,  March  15,  1881.^ 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  and  the  Swiss  Federal  Council  having 
judged  it  expedient,  with  a  view  to  the  better  administration 
of  justice,  and  to  the  prevention  of  crime  within  their  respective 
territories  and  jurisdictions,  that  persons  charged  with,  or  con- 
victed of,  the  crimes  hereinafter  enumerated,  and  being  fugi- 
tives from  justice,  should,  under  certain  circumstances,  be 
reciprocally  delivered  up,  have  named  as  their  Plenipotentiaries 
to  conclude  a  Treaty  for  this  purpose,  that  is  to  say : — 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  Honourable  Hussey  Crespigny  Vivian, 
a  Companion  of  Her  Most  Honourable  Order  of  the  Bath,  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  Resident  to  the  Swiss  Confederation ; 

And  the  Swiss  Federal  Council,  its  Vice-President,  F. 
Anderwert,  Federal  Councillor  and  Chief  of  the  Federal 
Department  of  Justice  and  Police ; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  re- 
spective full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed 
upon  and  concluded  the  following  Articles : — 

*  Extradition  Acts  applied  by  Order  in  Council  from  May  30,  1881. 
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Article  I. 


Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  engages  to  deliver  up,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances and  on  the  conditions  stipulated  in  the  present 
Treaty,  all  persons,  and  the  Swiss  Federal  Council  engages  to 
deliver  up^  under  the  like  circumstances  and  conditions,  all  per- 
sons, excepting  Swiss  citizens,  who,  having  been  charged  with, 
or  convicted  by  the  Tribunals  of  one  of  the  two  High  Contract- 
ing Parties,  of  the  crimes  or  offences  enumerated  in  Article  II,, 
committed  in  the  territory  of  the  one  Party,  shall  be  found 
within  the  territory  of  the  other. 

In  the  event  of  the  Federal  Council  being  unable,  by  reason 
of  his  Swiss  nationality,  to  grant  the  extradition  of  an  indi- 
vidual who,  after  having  committed  in  the  United  Kingdom 
one  of  the  crimes  or  offences  enumerated  in  Article  II.,  should 
have  taken  refuge  in  Switzerland,  the  Federal  Council  engages 
to  give  legal  effect  to  and  prosecute  the  charge  against  him 
according  to  the  laws  of  the  Canton  of  his  origin;  and  the 
Government  of  the  United  Kingdom  engages  to  communicate 
to  the  Federal  Council  all  documents,  depositions,  and  proofs 
relating  to  the  case,  and  to  cause  the  commissions  of  examina- 
tion directed  by  the  Swiss  Judge,  and  transmitted  through 
the  proper  Diplomatic  channel,  to  be  executed  gratuitously. 

Article  II. 

The  crimes  for  which  the  extradition  is  to  be  granted  are 
the  following : — 

1.  Murder  (including  infanticide),  and  attempt  to  murder. 

2.  Manslaughter. 

3.  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  uttering  or  bringing 
into  circulation  counterfeit  or  altered  money. 

4.  Forgery,  or  counterfeiting,  or  altering,  or  uttering  what 
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is  forged,  or  counterfeited,  or  altered;  comprehending  the 
crimes  designated  in  the  Penal  Code  of  both  States  as  counter- 
feiting or  falsification  of  paper  money,  bank  notes,  or  other 
securities,  forgery  or  falsification  of  other  public  or  private 
documents,  likewise  the  uttering  or  bringing  into  circulation, 
or  wilf uUy  using  such  counterfeited,  forged,  or  falsified  papers. 
b.  Embezzlement  or  larceny. 

6.  Obtaining  money  or  goods  by  false  pretences. 

7.  Crimes  against  bankruptcy  law. 

8.  Fraud  committed  by  a  bailee,  banker,  agent,  factor, 
trustee,  or  director,  or  member  or  public  officer  of  any  com.- 
pany  made  criminal  by  any  law  for  the  time  being  in  force. 

9.  Eape. 

10.  Abduction  of  minors. 

11.  Child-stealing  or  kidnapping. 

12.  Burglary  or  housebreaking,  with  criminal  intent. 

13.  Arson. 

14.  Robbery  with  violence. 

15.  Threats  by  letter  or  otherwise  with  intent  to  extort. 

16.  Perjury  or  subornation  of  perjury. 

17.  Malicious  injury  to  property,  if  the  offence  be  indict- 
able. 

The  extradition  is  also  to  take  place  for  participation  in  any 
of  the  aforesaid  crimes,  as  an  accessory  before  or  after  the  fact, 
provided  such  participation  be  punishable  by  the  laws  of  both 
Contracting  Parties. 

Abticle  III. 

A  fugitive  criminal  may  be  apprehended  in  either  country 
under  a  warrant  issued  by  any  Police  Magistrate,.  Justice  of 
the  Peace,  or  other  competent  authority,  on  such  information 
or  complaint,  and  such  evidence,  or  after  such  proceedings  as 
would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  authority  issuing  the  warrant, 
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justify  the  issue  of  a  warrant  if  the  crime  had  been  com- 
mitted or  the  person  convicted  in  that  part  of  the  dominions  of 
the  two  Contracting  Parties  in  which  the  Magistrate,  Justice 
of  the  Peace,  or  other  competent  authority  exercises  juris- 
diction :  provided,  however,  that,  in  the  United  Kingdom,  the 
accused  shall,  in  such  case,  be  sent  as  speedily  as  possible 
before  a  Police  Magistrate  in  London. 

Bequisitions  for  provisional  arrest  may  be  addressed  by  post 
or  by  telegraph,  provided  they  purport  to  be  sent  by  some 
judicial  or  other  competent  authority.  Such  requisitions  must 
contain  a  description  in  gen^pil  terms  of  the  crime  or  offence, 
and  a  statement  that  a  warrant  has  been  granted  for  the 
arrest  of  the  criminal,  and  that  his  extradition  will  be 
demanded. 

He  shall  in  accordance  with  this  Article  be  discharged,  as 
well  in  the  United  Kingdom  as  in  Switzerland,  if  within  the 
term  of  thirty  days  a  requisition  for  extradition  shall  not  have 
been  made  by  the  Diplomatic  Agent  of  the  country  claiming 
his  surrender  in  accordance  with  the  stipulations  of  this  Treaty. 

Article  IV. 

The  requisition  for  extradition  must  always  be  made  by  the 
way  of  diplomacy,  and,  to  wit,  in  Switzerland  by  the  British 
Minister  to  the  President  of  the  Confederation,  and  in  the 
United  Kingdom  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
by  the  Swiss  Consul-General  in  London,  who,  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Treaty,  is  hereby  recognized  by  Her  Majesty  as  a  Dip- 
lomatic Representative  of  Switzerland. 

Article  V. 

In  the  dominions  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  other  than  the 
Colonies  or  foreign  Possessions  of  Her  Majesty,  the  manner  of 
proceeding  shall  be  as  follows : — 
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(a.)  In  the  case  of  a  person  accused — 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  shall  be  made  to  Her  Bri- 
tannic Majesty's  Principal  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
by  the  Diplomatic  Bepresentative  of  the  Swiss  Confederation. 
The  said  demand  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  warrant  of  arrest, 
or  other  equivalent  judicial  document,  issued  by  a  Judge  or 
Magistrate  duly  authorized  to  take  cognizance  of  the  acts 
charged  against  the  accused  in  Switzerland,,  and  duly  authenti- 
cated depositions  or  statements  taken  on  oath,  or  solemnly 
declared  to  be  true,  before  such  Judge  or  Magistrate,  clearly 
setting  forth  the  said  acts,  and  containing  a  description  of  the 
person  claimed,  and  any  particulars  which  may  serve  to  identify 
him. 

The  stiid  Principal  Secretary  of  State  shall  transmit  such 
documents  to  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Principal  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  who  shall  then,  by  order 
under  his  hand  and  seal,  signify  to  some  Police  Magistrate  in 
London  that  such  re<]uisition  has  been  made,  and  require  him, 
if  there  be  due  cause,  to  issue  his  wan^nt  for  the  apprehension 
of  the  fugitive.  On  the  receipt  of  such  order  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  and  on  the  production  of  such  evidence  as  would, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Magistrate,  justify  the  issue  of  the  war- 
rant if  the  crime  had  been  committed  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
he  shall  issue  his  warrant  accordingly. 

When  the  person  claimed  shall  have  been  apprehended,  he 
shall  be  brought  before  the  Magistrate  who  issued  the  warrant, 
or  some  other  Police  Magistrate  in  London.  If  the  evidence 
to  be  then  produced  shall  be  such  as  to  justify,  according  to  the 
law  of  England,  the  committal  for  trial  of  the  prisoner  if  the 
crime  of  which  he  is  accused  had  been  committed  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  Police  Magistrate  sliall  commit  him  to  prison  to 
await  the  wairant  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  his  surrender ; 
sending  immediately  to  the  Secretoiy  of  State  a  certificate  of 
the  committal  and  a  report  upon  the  case. 
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After  the  expiration  of  a  period  from  the  committal  of  the 
prisoner,  which  shall  never  be  less  than  fifteen  days,  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall,  by  order  under  his  hand  and  seal, 
order  the  fugitive  criminal  to  be  sent  to  such  seaport  town  as 
shall,  in  each  special  case,  be  selected  for  his  delivery  to  the 
Swiss  Government. 

(6.)  In  the  case  gf  a  person  convicted — 

The  course  of  proceeding  shall  be  the  same  as  in  the  case  of 
a  person  accused,  except  that  the  warrant  to  be  transmitted 
by  the  Diplomatic  Representative  of  Switzerland  in  suppoH  of 
his  requisition  shall  clearly  set  forth  the  crime  or  offence  of 
which  the  person  claimed  has  been  convicted,  and  state  the 
place  and  date  of  his  conviction. 

The  evidence  to  be  produced  shall  consist  of  the  penal 
sentence  passed  against  the  convicted  person  by  the  competent 
Court  of  the  State  claiming  his  extradition. 

(c.)  Persons  convicted  by  judgment  in  default  or  arret  de 
corUumace  shall  be,  in  the  matter  of  extradition,  considered  as 
persons  acctised,  and  may,  as  such,  be  surrendered. 

((/.)  After  the  Police  Magistrate  shall  have  committed  the 
accused  or  convicted  person  to  prison  to  await  the  order  of  a 
Secretary  of  State  for  his  surrender,  such  person  shall  have 
the  right  to  apply  for  a  writ  of  haheaa  corpus  ;  if  he  should  so 
apply,  his  surrender  must  be  deferred  until  after  the  decision 
of  the  Court  upon  the  return  to  the  writ,  and  even  then  can 
only  take  place  if  the  decision  is  adverse  to  the  applicant.  In 
the  latter  case,  the  Court  may  at  once  order  his  delivery  to  the 
person  authorized  to  receive  him,  without  waiting  for  the 
order  of  a  Secretary  of  State  for  his  surrender,  or  commit  him 
to  prison  to  await  such  order. 

Article  VI. 

In  Switzerland  the  manner  of  proceeding  shall  be  as 
follows :— 
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The  requisition  for  the  extradition  of  an  accused  person 
must  be  accompanied  by  an  authentic  copy  of  the  warrant  of 
arrest,  issued  by  a  competent  official  or  Magistrate,  clearly 
setting  forth  the  crime  or  offence  of  which  he  is  accused, 
together  with  a  properly  legalized  information  setting  forth 
the  facts  and  evidence  upon  which  the  warrant  was  granted. 

If  the  requisition  relates  to  a  person  already  convicted,  it 
must  be  accompanied  by  an  authentic  copy  of  the  sentence  or 
conviction,  setting  forth  the  crime  or  offence  of  which  he  has 
been  convicted. 

The  requisition  must  also  be  accompanied  by  a  description  of 
the  person  claimed,  and,  if  it  be  possible,  by  other  information 
and  particulars  which  may  serve  to  identify  him. 

After  having  examined  these  documents,  the  Swiss  Federal 
Council  shall  communicate  them  to  the  Cantonal  Government 
in  whose  territory  the  person  charged  is  found,  in  order  that 
he  may  be  examined  by  a  judicial  or  police  officer  on  the 
subject  of  their  contents. 

The  Cantonal  Government  will  transmit  the  proces-verbai  of 
the  examination,  together  with  all  the  documents,  accompanied, 
if  there  be  one,  by  a  more  detailed  report  to  the  Federal 
Council,  who,  after  having  examined  them,  and  there  be  no 
opposition  on  either  side,  will  grant  the  extradition,  and  will 
communicate  its  decision  both  to  the  British  Legation  and  to 
the  Cantonal  Government  in  question,  to  the  latter  in  order 
that  it  may  send  the  person  to  be  surrendered  to  such  place  on 
the  frontier^  and  deliver  him  to  such  foreign  police  authority 
as  the  British  Legation  may  name  in  each  special  case. 

Should  the  documents  furnished  with  a  view  of  proving  the 
facts,  or  of  establishing  the  identity  of  the  accused,  or  the 
particulars  collected  by  the  Swiss  authorities  appear  insuffi- 
cient, notice  shall  be  immediately  given  to  the  Diplomatic 
Representative  of  Great  Britain,  in  order  that  he  may  furnish 
further  evidence.  If  such  further  evidence  be  not  furnished 
within  fifteen  days,  the  person  arrested  shall  be  set  at  liberty. 


TREATY   WITH    SWITZERLAND.  CCl 

In  the  event  of  the  application  of  this  Treaty  being  con- 
tested, the  Swiss  Federal  Council  will  transmit  the  documents 
("  chaster")  to  the  Swiss  Federal  Tribunal,  whose  duty  it  is  to 
decide  definitely  the  question  whether  extradition  should  be 
granted  or  refused. 

The  Federal  Council  will  communicate  the  judgment  of  the 
Federal  Tribunal  to  the  British  Legation.  If  this  judgment 
grants  the  extradition,  the  Federal  Council  will  order  its 
execution,  as  in  the  case  when  the  Federal  Council  itself 
grants  the  extradition.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Federal 
Tribunal  refuses  the  extradition,  the  Federal  Council  will 
immediately  order  the  person  accused  to  be  set  at  liberty. 

Article  VII. 

In  the  examinations  which  they  have  to  make  in  accordance 
with  the  foregoing  stipulations,  the  authorities  of  the  State 
applied  to  shall  admit  as  entirely  valid  evidence  the  depositions 
or  statements  of  witnesses,  either  sworn  or  solemnly  declared 
to  be  true,  taken  in  the  other  State,  or  copies  thereof,  and 
likewise  the  warrants  and  sentences  issued  therein,  or  copies 
thereof,  provided  such  documents  purport  to  be  signed  or 
certified  by  a  Judge,  Magistrate,  or  officer  of  such  State,  and 
are  authenticated  by  the  official  seal  of  a  British  Secretary  of 
State,  or  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Swiss  Confederation,  being 
affixed  thereto. 

The  personal  attendance  of  witnesses  can  be  required  only 
to  establish  the  identity  of  the  person  who  is  being  proceeded 
against  with  that  of  the  person  arrested. 

Article  VIII. 

If  proof  sufficient  to  warrant  the  exti^dition  be  not  furnished 
within  two  months  from  the  day  of  the  apprehension,  the 
person  arrested  shall  be  discharged  from  custody. 


ceil  APPENDIX. 


Article  IX. 


In  cases  where  it  may  be  necessary,  the  Swiss  Government 
shall  be  represented  at  the  English  Courts  by  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown,  and  the  English  Government  in  the  Swiss 
Courts  by  the  competent  Swiss  authorities. 

The  respective  Governments  w^ill  give  the  necessary  assist- 
ance within  their  territories  to  the  Representatives  of  the 
other  State  who  claim  their  intervention  for  the  custody  and 
security  of  the  pei-sons  subject  to  extradition. 

No  claim  for  the  repayment  of  expenses  for  the  assistance 
mentioned  in  this  Article  shall  be  made  by  either  of  the  Con- 
tracting Parties. 

Article  X. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  apply  to  crimes  and  offences  com- 
mitted prior  to  the  signature  of  the  Treaty;  but  a  person 
surrendered  shall  not  be  tried  for  any  crime  or  offence  com- 
mitted in  the  other  country  before  the  extradition  other  than 
the  crime  for  which  his  surrender  has  been  granted. 


Article  XI. 


V 


A  fugitive  criminal  shall  not  be  surrendered  if  the  offence 
in  respect  of  which  his  surrender  is  demanded  is  one  of  a 
political  character,  or  if  he  prove  that  the  requisition  for  his 
surrender  has,  in  fact,  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  and 
punish  him  for  an  offence  of  a  political  character. 

Article  XII. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if,  subsequently  to  the 
cominifision  of  the  crime,   or  the  institution  of  the  penal 
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prosecution,  or  the  conviction  thereon,  exemption  from  prose- 
cution or  punishment  has  been  acquired  according  to  the  laws 
of  the  State  applied  to. 

Article  XIII. 

The  extradition  shall  not  take  place  if  the  person  claimed 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  the 
person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Swiss  Government,  has 
already  been  tried  and  discharged  or  punished,  or  is  still  under 
trial,  in  one  of  the  Swiss  Cantons  or  in  the  United  Kingdom 
respectively,  for  the  crime  for  which  his  extradition  is  de- 
manded. 

Article  XIV. 

If  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  or  if  the  person  claimed  on  the  part  of  the 
Swiss  Government,  should  be  under  examination,  or  have  been 
condemned  for  any  other  crime,  in  one  of  the  Swiss  Cantons 
or  in  the  United  Kingdom  respectively,  his  extradition  may 
be  deferred  until  he  shall  have  been  set  at  liberty  in  due 
course  of  law. 

In  case  such  individual  should  be  proceeded  against  in  the 
country  in  which  he  has  taken  refuge,  on  account  of  obligations 
contracted  towards  private  individuals,  his  extradition  shall, 
nevertheless,  take  place ;  the  injured  party  retaining  his  right 
to  prosecute  his  claims  before  the  competent  authority. 

Article  XV. 

If  the  individual  claimed  by  one  of  the  two  High  Contract- 
ing Parties  in  pursuance  of  the  present  Treaty  should  be  also 
claimed  by  one  or  several  other  Powers,  on  account  of  other 
crimes  or  offences  committed  upon  their  respective  territories, 
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his  extradition  shall  be  granted  to  that  State  whose  demand  is 
earliest  in  date. 

Article  XVI. 

All  articles  seized  which  were  in  the  possession  of  the  per- 
son to  be  surrendered  at  the  time  of  his  apprehension  shall,  if 
the  competent  authority  of  the  State  applied  to  for  the  extra- 
dition has  ordered  the  delivery  thereof,  be  given  up  when  the 
extradition  takes  place,  and  the  said  delivery  shall  extend  not 
merely  to  the  stolen  articles,  but  to  everything  that  may  serve 
as  a  proof  of  the  crime. 

This  delivery  shall  take  place  even  when  the  extradition, 
after  having  been  granted,  cannot  be  carried  out  by  reason  of 
the  escape  or  death  of  the  individual  claimed,  unless  the  claims 
of  third  parties  with  regard  to  the  above -mentione<l  articles 
render  such  delivery  inexpedient. 

Article  XVII. 

The  Contracting  Parties  renounce  any  claim  for  the  reim- 
bursement of  the  expenses  incurred  by  them  in  the  arrest  and 
maintenance  of  the  person  to  be  surrendered,  and  his  convey- 
ance to  the  frontiers  of  the  State  to  which  the  requisition  is 
made;  they  reciprocally  agree  to  bear  such  expenses  them- 
selves. 

Article  XVIII. 

The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  be  applicable 
to  the  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions  of  Her  Britannic 
Majesty. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  refuge  in  any  of  such  Colonies  or  foreign  Possessions 
shall  be  made  to  the  Governor  or  to  the  Supreme  Authority  of 
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such  Colony  or  Possession  through  the  Swiss  Consul  residing 
there,  or,  in  case  there  should  be  no  Swiss  Consul,  through  the 
recognized  Consular  Agent  of  another  State  charged  with  the 
Swiss  interests  in  the  Colony  or  Possession  in  question. 

The  Grovernor  or  Supreme  Authority  above  mentioned  shall 
decide  with  regard  to  such  requisitions  as  nearly  as  possible  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  present  Treaty,  He 
will,  however,  be  at  liberty  either  to  consent  to  the  extradition 
or  report  the  case  to  his  Grovemment. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  shall,  however,  be  at  liberty  to  make 
special  arrangements  in  the  British  Colonies  and  foreign  Pos- 
sessions for  the  surrender  of  such  individuals  as  shall  have 
committed  in  Switzerland  any  of  the  crimes  hereinbefore  men- 
tioned, who  may  take  refuge  within  such  Colonies  and  foreign 
Possessions,  on  the  basis,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  of  the  provisions 
of  the  present  Treaty. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  from 
any  Colony  or  foreign  Possession  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty 
shall  be  governed  by  the  rules  laid  down  in  the  preceding 
Articles  of  the  present  Treaty. 


Article  XIX. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  come  into  force  ten  days  after  its 
publication  in  conformity  with  the  forms  prescribed  by  the 
laws  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties. 

After  the  Treaty  shall  have  come  into  force,  the  Treaty 
concluded  between  the  High  Contracting  Parties  on  the  31st  of 
March,  1874,  shall  be  considered  as  cancelled,  except  as  to  any 
proceedings  that  may  have  been  already  taken  or  commenced 
in  virtue  thereof. 

It  may  be  terminated  by  either  of  the  High  Contracting 
Parties  on  giving  to  the  other  Party  six  months'  notice  of 
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its  intention  to  terminate  the  same,  but  no  such  notice  shall 
exceed  the  period  of  one  year. 

The  Treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratifications  shall  be 
exchanged  at  Berne  as  soon  as  possible. 

In  witness  whereof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  affixed  thereto  the  seal  of  their 
arms. 

Done  at  Berne,  the  twenty-sixth  day  of  November,  in  the 
year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty. 

(L.S.)        C.  Vivian. 
(L.S.)        Anderwert. 


(     ccvii     ) 


TONGA. 

Tbeatt  of  Friendship,  &c.,  between  Her  Majesty  and 
His  Majestt  the  King  of  Tonga. — Signed  at  Nukualofa, 
November  29,  1879. 

BatificatioDB  exchanged  at  Nukualofa,  July  8, 1882.* 


Article  IV. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  agrees  to  surrender  to  His  Majesty 
the  King  of  Tonga  any  Tongan  subject  who,  being  accused  or 
convicted  of  any  of  the  under-mentioned  crimes,  committed  in 
the  territory  of  the  King  of  Tonga,  shall  be  found  within  the 
territory  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty. 

The  crimes  for  which  such  surrender  may  be  grantcfd  are 
the  following : — 

Murder,  or  attempt  to  murder ; 

Embezzlement  or  larceny ; 

Fraudulent  bankruptcy ; 

Forgery. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  may,  however,  at  any  time  put  an 
end  to  this  Article  by  giving  notice  to  that  effect  to  His  Ma- 
jesty the  King  of  Tonga.  The  Article  shall,  however,  remain 
in  force  for  six  months  after  the  notice  of  its  termination. 


*  Extradition  Acti  applied  by  Order  in  Council  finom  November  80,  1882. 

FF 
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Protocol. 


The  undersigned  in  proceeding  to  the  exchangee  of  the 
ratifications  of  the  Treaty  signed  at  Nukualofa  on  the  29th 
November,  1879,  between  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  and  His  Ma- 
jesty the  King  of  Tonga,  have  agreed  to  the  present  Protocol, 
which  shall  have  the  same  force  and  validity  as  if  it  had  been 
inserted  in  the  body  of  the  Treaty  itself. 

It  is  agreed  that  the  arrangement  contained  in  Article  IT. 
of  the  said  Treaty  shall  be  subject  to  the  restrictions  on  the 
surrender  of  fugitive  criminals  contained  in  the  Acts  respecting 
extradition  which  are  in  force  in  the  dominions  of  Her  Britan- 
nic Majesty,  and  the  procedure  to  be  adopted  with  respect  to 
the  surrender  of  such  criminals  shall  be  in  conformity  with  the 
provisions  of  the  said  Acts. 

In  witness  whereof  the  undersigned  duly  authorized  for  this 
purpose,  have  signed  the  present  Protocol,  in  duplicate,  and 
have  affixed  thereto  their  seals. 

Done  at  Nukualofa,  on  the  Srd  day  of  July,  18S2. 

(L.S.)        Arthub  Gordon. 
(L.S.)        TuBou  MAi^ai. 


(     ccix     ) 


UNITED  STATES. 

Tbbaty  between  Gbeat  Bbitain  and  the  United  States. 
Signed  at  Washington,  August  9,  1842. 

Ratifications  exchanged  at  London  October  18,  1842.* 


Abticle  X. 

It  is  agreed  that  Her  Britannic  Majesty  and  the  United 
States  shall,  upon  mutual  requisitions  by  them  or  their 
Ministers,  officers,  or  authorities,  respectively  made,  deliver 
up  to  justice  all  persons  who,  being  charged  with  the  crime  of 
murder,  or  assault  with  intent  to  commit  murder,  or  piracy, 
or  arson,  or  robbery,  or  forgery,  or  the  utterance  of  forged 
paper,  committed  within  the  jurisdiction  of  either,  shall  seek 
an  asylum,  or  shall  be  found  within  the  territories  of  the 
other:  provided  that  this  shall  only  be  done  upon  such 
evidence  of  criminality,  as,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  place 
where  the  fugitive  or  person  so  charged  shall  be  found,  would 
justify  his  apprehension  and  commitment  for  trial,  if  the 
crime  or  ofience  had  there  been  committed :  and  the  respec- 
tive Judges  and  other  Magistrates  of  the  two  Governments 
shall  have  power,  jurisdiction,  and  authority,  upon  complaint 
made  under  oath,  to  issue  a  warrant  for  the  apprehension  of 
the  fugitive  or  person  so  charged,  that  he  may  be  brought 
before  such  Judges  or  other  Magistrates,  respectively,  to  the 

«  Extradition  Acts  applied  by  {  27  of  33  &  84  Vict.  o.  52. 

FF  2 


CCX  APPENDIX. 

end  that  the  evidence  of  criminality  may  be  heard  and  con- 
sidered; and  if,  on  such  hearing,  the  evidence  be  deemed 
sufficient  to  sustain  the  charge,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
examining  Judge  or  Magistrate  to  certify  the  same  to  the 
proper  executive  authority,  that  a  warrant  may  issue  for  the 
surrender  of  such  fugitive.  The  expense  of  such  apprehen- 
sion and  delivery  shall  be  borne  and  defrayed  by  the  Party 
who  makes  the  requisition  and  receives  the  fugitive. 


(     ccxi     ) 


URUGUAY. 

Tbeatt  between  Heb  Majesty  and  the  Oriental  Bbpublic 
or  THE  Ubuguat  for  the  Mutual  Surrender  of 
Fugitive  Criminals. — Signed  at  Monte  Video,  March  26, 
1884. 

Ratifications  exchanged  at  Monte  Video,  December  13,  1884.* 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  His  Excellency  the  President  of  the 
Oriental  Republic  of  the  Uruguay,  having  judged  it  expedient, 
with  a  view  to  the  better  administration  of  justice  and  the 
prevention  of  crime,  that  persons  charged  with  or  convicted 
of  the  crimes  hereinafter  enumerated,  and  being  fugitives 
from  justice,  should,  under  certain  circumstances,  be  recipro- 
cally delivered  up,  have  resolved  to  conclude  the  present 
Treaty,  and  have  appointed  as  their  Plenipotentiaries,  namely : 

Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  Honourable  Edmund  John  Monson, 
a  Companion  of  the  Most  Honourable  Order  of  the  Bath, 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  Resident  and  Consul-General  to  the 
Oriental  Republic  of  the  Uruguay;  and 

His  Excellency  the  President  of  the  Oriental  Republic  of 
the  Uruguay,  Dr.  Don  Manuel  Herrera  y  Obes,  his  Minister 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Department  of  Foreign  Affairs ; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to  each  other  their  re- 
spective full  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed 
upon  the  following  Article : — 

*  Extradition  Acta  applied  by  Order  in  Council  from  March  20,  1885. 
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Article  I. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  engage  to  deliver  up  to  each 
other  reciprocally,  under  the  circumstances  and  conditions 
stated  in  the  present  Treaty,  all  persons,  excepting  their  own 
subjects  or  citizens,  who,  being  accused  or  convicted  of  anj  of 
the  crimes  enumerated  in  Article  II.  committed  in  the  terri- 
tory of  the  one  Party,  shall  be  found  within  the  territory  of 
the  other  Party. 

Abticle  II. 

The  extradition  shall  be  reciprocally  granted  for  the  follow- 
ing crimes  or  oifences : — 

1.  Murder  (including  assassination,  parricide,  infanticide, 
poisoning,  or  attempt  to  murder). 

2.  Manslaughter. 

3.  Administering  drugs  or  using  instruments  with  intent 
to  procure  the  miscarriage  of  women. 

4.  Kape. 

5.  Aggravated  or  indecent  assault  Carnal  knowledge  of  a 
girl  under  the  age  of  10  years;  carnal  knowledge  of  a  girl 
above  the  age  of  10  years  and  under  the  age  of  12  years; 
indecent  assault  upon  any  female,  or  any  attempt  to  have 
carnal  knowledge  of  a  girl  under  12  years  of  age. 

6.  Kidnapping  and  false  imprisonment,  child-stealing, 
abandoning,  exposing,  or  unlawfully  detaining  children. 

7.  Abduction  of  minors. 

8.  Bigamy. 

9.  Wounding,  or  inflicting  grievous  bodily  harm,  when  such 
acts  cause  permanent  disease  or  incapacity  for  personal  labour, 
or  the  absolute  loss  or  privation  of  a  member  or  organ. 

10.  Arson. 
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11.  Burglary  or  housebreaking,  robbery  with  violence, 
larceny  or  embezzlement. 

12.  Fraud  by  banker,  agent,  factor,  trustee,  director, 
member,  or  public  officer  of  any  company,  made  criminal  by 
any  law  for  the  time  being  in  force. 

IS.  Obtaining  money,  valuable  security,  or  goods  by  false 
pretences;  receiving  any  money,  valuable  security,  or  other 
property  knowing  the  same  to  have  been  feloniously  stolen  or 
unlawfully  obtained,  the  quantity  or  value  of  which  shall  be 
greater  in  amount  than  £200  sterling. 

14.  (a.)  Counterfeiting  or  altering  money,  or  bringing  into 
circulation  counterfeited  or  altered  money ; 

(6.)  Forgery,  or  counterfeiting,  or  altering  or  knowingly 
uttering  what  is  forged,  counterfeited,  or  altered ; 

(c.)  Knowingly  making  without  lawful  authority  any  in- 
strument, tool,  or  engine  adapted  and  intended  for  the  coun- 
terfeiting of  coin  of  the  realm. 

15.  Crimes  against  the  bankruptcy  law. 

18.  Any  malicious  act  done  with  intent  to  endanger  persons 
in  a  railway  train. 

17.  Malicious  injury  to  property  if  such  offence  be  indict- 
able, and  punishable  with  one  year's  imprisonment  or  more. 

18.  Crimes  committed  at  sea: — 
(a.)  Piracy  by  the  law  of  nations ; 

(b.)  Sinking  or  destroying  a  vessel  at  sea,  or  attempting  or 
conspiring  to  do  so ; 

(c.)  Revolt  or  conspiracy  to  revolt,  by  two  or  more  persons 
on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  against  the  authority  of  the 
master ; 

((£.)  Assault  on  board  a  ship  on  the  high  seas  with  intent  to 
destroy  life,  or  to  do  grievous  bodUy  harm. 

19.  Dealing  in  slaves  in  such  manner  as  to  constitute  an 
offence  against  the  laws  of  both  countries. 

The  extradition  is  also  to  take  place  for  participation  in  any 
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of  the  aforesaid  crimes  as  an  accessory  before  or  after  the  fact, 
provided  such  participation  be  punishable  by  the  laws  of  both 
Contracting  Parties. 

Article  III. 

The  provisions  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  not  be  applicable 
to  offences  committed  before  the  date  of  its  conclusion. 

Abtiglb  IY. 

A  person  surrendered  shall  not  be  detained  or  tried  for  any 
crime  or  offence  committed  in  the  other  country  before  the 
extradition  other  than  the  crime  or  offence  for  which  his  sur- 
render has  been  granted. 

Article  V. 

No  person  shall  be  surrendered  if  the  offence  in  respect  of 
which  his  suixender  is  demanded  is  one  of  a  political  character, 
or  if  he  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  competent  authority  of 
the  State  in  which  he  is  that  the  requisition  for  his  surrender 
has  in  fact  been  made  with  a  view  to  try  or  punish  him  for  an 
offence  of  a  political  character. 

Article  VI. 

In  the  Oriental  Kepublic  of  the  Uruguay  the  proceedings 
for  the  demand  and  obtaining  extradition  shall  be  as  follows  : — 

The  Diplomatic  Kepresentative  or  Consul-General  of  Great 
Britain  shall  address  to  the  Minister  Secretary  of  State  in  the 
Department  of  Foreign  Belations,  with  the  demand  for  extradi- 
tion, an  authentic  and  legalized  copy  of  the  sentence  or  mandate 
of  arrest  issued  by  competent  authority,  or  other  documents  of 
the  same  legal  force,  against  the  accused  person,  setting  forth 
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clearly  the  crime  or  offence  on  account  of  which  proceedings 
are  being  taken  against  the  fugitive.  These  judicial  docu- 
ments shall  be  accompanied,  if  possible,  by  a  description  of  the 
person  claimed,  and  by  any  other  information  or  intelligence 
whioh  may  serve  to  identify  such  person. 

These  documents  shall  be  communicated  by  the  Minister  of 
Foreign  Eolations  to  the  Superior  Tribunal  of  Justice,  which, 
in  its  turn,  shall  transmit  them  to  the  Stipendiary  Magistrate 
{Juez  Letrado  del  Crimen),  This  functionary  shall  have 
power,  authority,  and  jurisdiction,  in  virtue  of  the  claim  pre- 
ferred, to  issue  the  formal  order  of  arrest  of  the  person  so 
claimed,  in  order  that  he  may  be  brought  before  him,  and  that, 
in  his  presence,  and  after  hearing  his  defence,  the  proofs  of 
his  criminality  may  be  taken  into  consideration;  and  if  the 
result  of  this  audience  be  that  the  said  proofs  are  sufficient  to 
sustain  the  charge,  he  shall  be  obliged  to  issue  the  formal 
order  of  delivery,  giving  notice  thereof,  by  the  medium  of  the 
Superior  Tribunal  of  Justice,  to  the  Minister  of  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, who  shall  dictate  the  necessary  measures  for  placing  the 
fugitive  at  the  disposal  of  the  British  Agents  charged  to 
receive  him. 

In  case  the  documents  furnished  by  Her  Britannic  Majesty's 
Government  for  the  identification  of  the  person  claimed,  or  the 
information  obtained  for  the  same  end  by  the  authorities  of 
the  Oriental  Republic  of  the  Uruguay,  be  held  to  be  insuf- 
ficient, notice  shall  immediately  be  given  of  the  fact  to  the 
Diplomatic  Representative  or  Consular  Agent  of  Great 
Britain,  the  person  under  arrest  remaining  in  custody  until 
the  British  Grovemment  shall  have  furnished  new  proofs  to 
establish  the  identity  of  such  person,  or  evidence  to  clear  up 
other  difficulties  relating  to  the  examination  of,  and  decision 
upon,  the  matter. 

The  arrest  above  referred  to  of  the  person  proceeded  against 
for  any  of  the  crimes  or  offences  specified  in  this  Treaty  shall 
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not  be  prolonged  more  than  three  months.  At  the  expiration 
of  that  period,  if  the  Government  making  the  claim  shall  not 
have  fulfilled  the  conditions  above  stated,  the  prisoner  shall 
be  released,  and  shall  not  be  liable  to  be  rearrested  on  the 
same  charge. 

Article  VII. 

In  the  dominions  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  other  than  the 
Colonies  or  foreign  Possessions  of  Her  Majesty,  the  manner 
of  proceeding,  in  order  to  demand  and  obtain  extradition 
shall  be  as  follows : — 

(a,)  In  the  case  of  a  person  accused — ^The  requisition  for 
the  surrender  shall  be  made  to  Her  Britannic  Majesty's 
Principal  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs  by  the 
Diplomatic  Representative  or  Consul-General  of  the  Oriental 
Republic  of  the  Uruguay.  The  said  demand  shall  be  accom- 
panied by  a  warrant  of  arrest  or  other  equivalent  judicial 
document,  Issued  by  a  Judge  or  Magistrate  duly  authorized 
to  take  cognizance  of  the  acts  charged  against  the  accused 
in  that  Republic  and  duly  authenticated  depositions  or  state- 
ments taken  on  oath  before  such  Judge  or  Magistrate,  clearly 
setting  forth  the  said  acts,  and  containing  a  description  of 
the  person  claimed,  and  any  particulars  which  may  serve  to 
identify  him. 

The  said  Principal  Secretary  of  State  shall  transmit  such 
documents  to  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Principal  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  who  shall  then,  by  order 
under  his  hand  and  seal,  signify  to  some  Police  Magistrate  in 
London  that  such  requisition  has  been  made,  and  require  him, 
if  there  be  due  cause,  to  issue  his  warrant  for  the  apprehen- 
sion of  the  fugitive.  On  the  receipt  of  such  order  from  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  on  the  production  of  such  evidence  as 
would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Magistrate,  justify  the  issue  of 
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the  warrant  if  the  crime  had  been  committed  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  he  shall  issue  his  warrant  accordingly. 

When  the  person  claimed  shall  have  been  apprehended,  he 
shall  be  brought  before  the  Magistrate  who  issued  the  warrant 
or  some  other  Police  Magistrate  in  London.  If  the  evidence 
to  be  then  produced  shall  be  such  as  to  justify,  according  to 
the  law  of  England,  the  committal  for  trial  of  the  prisoner,  if 
the  crime  of  which  he  is  accused  had  been  committed  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  the  Police  Magistrate  shall  commit  him  to 
prison  to  await  the  warrant  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  his 
surrender,  sending  immediately  to  the  Secretary  of  State  a 
certificate  of  the  committal  and  a  report  upon  the  case. 

After  the  expiration  of  a  period  from  the  committal  of  the 
pi*isoner,  which  shall  never  be  less  than  fifteen  days,  the 
Secretary  of  State  shall,  by  order  under  his  hand  and  seal, 
order  the  fugitive  criminal  to  be  surrendered  to  such  person 
as  may  be  duly  authorized  to  receive  him  on  the  part  of  the 
Oriental  Kepublic  of  the  Uruguay. 

(6.)  Tn  the  case  of  a  person  convicted — Tlie  course  of  pro- 
ceeding shall  be  the  same  as  above  indicated,  except  that  the 
warrant  to  be  transmitted  by  the  Diplomatic  Representative 
or  Consul-General  of  the  Oriental  Republic  of  the  Uruguay  in 
support  of  his  requisition  shall  clearly  set  forth  the  crime  or 
offence  of  which  the  person  claimed  has  been  convicted,  and 
state  the  place  and  date  of  his  conviction. 

The  evidence  to  be  produced  before  the  Police  Magistrate 
shall  be  such  as  would,  according  to  the  law  of  England^ 
prove  that  the  prisoner  was  convicted  of  the  crime  charged. 

(c.)  Persons  convicted  by  judgment  in  default  or  arret  de 
contumace  shall  be,  in  the  matter  of  extradition,  considered  as 
persons  accused,  and,  as  such,  be  surrendered. 

(d,)  After  the  Police  Magistrate  shall  have  committed  the 
accused  or  convicted  person  to  prison  to  await  the  order  of  a 
Secretary  of  State  for  his  surrender,  such  person  shall  have 
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the  right  to  apply  for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  ;  if  he  should  so 
apply,  his  surrender  must  he  deferred  until  after  the  dedsioQ 
of  the  Court  upon  the  return  to  the  writ,  and  even  then  can 
only  take  place  if  the  decision  is  adverse  to  the  applicant.  In 
the  latter  case  the  Court  may  at  once  order  his  deliveiy  to  the 
person  authorized  to  receive  him,  without  the  order  of  a 
Secretary  of  State  for  his  surrender,  or  commit  him  to  prison 
to  await  such  order. 

Abticlk  VIII. 

Warrants,  depositions,  or  statements  on  oath,  issued  or  taken 
in  the  dominions  of  either  of  the  two  High  Contracting 
Parties,  and  copies  thereof,  and  certificates  of  or  judicial  docu- 
ments stating  the  fact  of  conviction,  shall  he  received  in 
evidence  in  proceedings  in  the  dominions  of  the  other,  if  pur- 
porting to  be  signed  or  certified  by  a  Judge,  Magistrate,  or 
officer  of  the  country  where  they  were  issued  or  taken,  pro- 
vided such  warrants,  depositions,  statements,  copies,  certificates, 
and  judicial  documents  are  authenticated  by  the  oath  of  some 
witness,  or  by  being  sealed  with  the  official  seal  of  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  or  some  other  Minister  of  State. 
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A  fugitive  criminal  may  be  apprehended  under  a  warrant 
issued  by  any  Police  Magistrate,  Justice  of  the  Peace,  or  other 
competent  authority  in  either  country,  on  such  information  or 
complaint,  and  such  evidence,  or  after  such  proceedings  as 
would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  authority  issuing  the  warrant, 
justify  the  issue  of  a  warrant  if  the  crime  had  been  committed 
or  the  person  convicted  in  that  part  of  the  dominions  of  the 
two  Contracting  Parties  in  which  the  Magistrate,  Justice  of 
the  Peace,  or  other  competent  authority  exercises  jui*isdiction : 
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Provided,  however,  that  in  the  United  Kingdom  the  accused 
shall,  in  such  case,  be  sent  as  speedily  as  possible  before  a 
Police  Magistrate  in  London.  He  shall  in  accordance  with 
this  Article  be  discharged,  as  well  in  the  United  Kingdom  as 
in  the  Oriental  Republic  of  the  Uruguay,  if  within  the  term 
of  thirty  days  a  requisition  for  extradition  shall  not  have  been 
made  by  the  Diplomatic  or  Consular  Agent  of  his  country  in 
accordance  with  the  stipulations  of  this  Treaty. 

The  same  rule  shall  apply  to  the  cases  of  persons  accused  or 
convicted  of  any  of  the  crimes  or  offences  specified  in  this 
Treaty,  and  committed  on  the  high  seas  on  board  any  vessel 
of  either  country  which  may  come  into  a  port  of  the 
other. 


Article  X. 

The  stipulations  of  the  present  Treaty  shall  be  applicable 
to  the  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessions  of  Her  Britannic 
Majesty. 

The  requisition  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive  criminal  who 
has  taken  refuge  in  any  of  such  Colonies  or  foreign  Possessions 
shall  be  made  to  the  Governor  or  Chief  Authority  of  such 
Colony  or  Possession  by  the  Chief  Consular  Officer  of  the 
Oriental  Kepublic  of  the  Uruguay  in  such  Colony  or  Posses- 
sion. 

Such  requisition  may  be  disposed  of,  subject  always,  as 
nearly  as  may  be,  to  the  provisions  of  this  Treaty,  by  the 
said  Grovemor  or  Chief  Authority,  who,  however,  shall  be  at 
liberty  either  to  grant  the  surrender  or  to  refer  the  matter  to 
his  Government. 

Her  Britannic  Majesty  shall,  however,  be  at  liberty  to 
make  special  arrangements  in  the  British  Colonies  and  foreign 
Possessions  for  the  surrender  of  Uruguayan  criminals  who 
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may  take  refuge  within  such  Colonies  and  foreign  Possessioms, 
on  the  basis,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  of  the  provisions  of  the 
present  Treaty. 

Abticle  XI. 

The  claim  for  extradition  shall  not  be  complied  with  if 
the  individual  claimed  has  been  already  tried  for  the  same 
offence  in  the  country  whence  the  extradition  is  demanded,  or 
if,  since  th3  commission  of  the  acts  charged,  the  accusation  or 
the  conviction,  exemption  from  prosecution  or  punishment, 
has  been  acquired  by  lapse  of  time,  according  to  the  laws  of 
that  country. 

Article  XII. 

If  the  individual  claimed  by  one  of  the  two  High  Contract- 
ing Parties  in  pursuance  of  the  present  Treaty  should  be  also 
claimed  by  one  or  several  other  Powers,  on  account  of  other 
crimes  or  offences  committed  upon  their  respective  territories, 
his  extradition  shall  be  granted  to  that  State  whose  demand 
is  earliest  in  date. 

Abticle  XIII. 

If  the  individual  claimed  should  be  under  prosecution^  or 
have  been  condemned  for  a  crime  or  offence  committed  in  the 
country  where  he  may  have  taken  refuge,  his  surrender  may 
be  deferred  until  he  shall  have  been  discharged  in  due  coiirse 
of  law. 

In  case  he  should  be  proceeded  against  or  detained  in 
such  country,  on  account  of  obligations  contracted  towards 
private  individuals,  the  extradition  shall  nevertheless  take 
place. 
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Article  XIV. 

Every  article  found  in  the  possession  of  the  individual 
claimed  at  the  time  of  his  arrest  shall,  if  the  competent 
authority  so  decide,  be  delivered  up  with  his  person  at  the 
time  when  the  extradition  takes  place.  Such  delivery  shall 
not  be  limited  to  the  property  or  articles  obtained  by  stealing 
or  by  fraudulent  bankruptcy,  but  shall  extend  to  ever3rthing 
that  may  serve  as  proof  of  the  crime  or  offence,  and  shall  take 
place  even  when  the  extradition,  after  having  been  granted, 
cannot  be  carried  out  by  reason  of  the  escape  or  death  of  the 
individual  claimed. 

The  rights  of  third  parties  with  regard  to  the  said  property 
or  articles  are  nevertheless  reserved. 


Article  XV. 


The  High  Contracting  Parties  renounce  any  claim  for  the 
reimbursement  of  the  expenses  incurred  by  them  in  the  arrest 
and  maintenance  of  the  person  to  be  surrendered,  and  his  con- 
veyance as  far  as  the  frontier ;  they  reciprocally  agree  to  bear 
such  expenses  themselves. 


Article  XVI. 

The  present  Treaty  shall  be  ratified,  and  the  ratifications 
shall  be  exchanged  at  Monte  Video  as  soon  as  possible. 

It  shall  come  into  operation  ten  days  after  its  publication, 
in  conformity  with  the  laws  of  the  respective  countries,  and 
each  of  the  Contracting  Parties  may  at  any  time  terminate 
the  Treaty  on  giving  to  the  other  six  months'  notice  of  its 
intention  to  do  so. 
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In  witness  whereof  the  respective  Plenipotentiaries  have 
signed  the  same,  and  have  a£Bbced  thereto  the  seals  of  their 
arms. 

Done  at  Monte  Video,  the  twenty-sixth  day  of  March  in 
the  year  of  Our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty-four. 

(L.S.)        Edmund  Monson. 
(L.S.)        MAN^  Hbeb^.  t  Obes. 
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FUGITIVE  OFFENDERS  ACT,   1881 
(44  &  45  Vict,  c  69). 

An  Ad  to  amend  the  Law  with  respect  to  Fugitive  Offenders  in 
Her  Majeii^s  Dominions^  and  for  other  Purposes  connected 
with  the  Trial  of  Ojfenders.  [27th  August,  1881.] 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Queen's  most  Excellent  Majesty,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Lords  Spiritual  and 
Temporal,  and  Commons,  in  this  present  Parliament  as- 
sembled, and  by  the  authority  of  the  same,  as  follows ;  (that- 
18  to  say,) 

Short  title. 

1.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  Fugitives  Offenders  Act, 
188L 

Part  I. 

EBTURN   OF   FUGITIVES. 

LiahUity  of  fugitive  to  he  apprehended  and  returned, 

2.  Where  a  person  accused  of  having  committed  an  offence 
(to  which  this  part  of  this  Act  applies)  in  one  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions  has  left  that  part,  such  person  (in  this 
Act  referred  to  as  a  fugitive  from  that  part)  if  found  in 
another  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions,  shall  be  liable  to  be 
apprehended  and  letumed  in  manner  provided  by  this  Act  to 
the  part  from  which  he  is  a  fugitive. 
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A  fugitive   may  be  so   apprehended   under  an   endorsed 
-warrant  or  a  provisional  warrant. 


Endorsing  of  warrant  for  apprehension  of  fugitive. 

3.  Where  a  warrant  has  been  issued  in  one  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominioas  for  the  apprehension  of  a  fugitive  from 
that  part,  any  of  the  following  authorities  in  another  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  dominions  in  or  on  the  way  to  which  the 
fugitive  is  or  is  suspected  to  be ;  (that  is  to  say,) 

(1.)  A  judge  of  a  superior  court  in  such  part;  and 
(2.)  In  the  United  Kingdom  a  Secretary  of  State  and  one 
of  the  magistrates  of  the  metropolitan  police  court 
in  Bow  Street ;  and 
(3.)  In  a  British  possession  the  governor  of  that  possession, 
if   satisfied  that   the  warrant   was   issued   by  some  person 
having  lawful  authority  to  issue  the  same,  may  endorse  such 
warrant  in  manner  provided  by  this  Act  and  the  warrant  so 
endorsed  shall   be   a  sufficent   authority  to  apprehend   the 
fugitive  in  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  in  which  it  is 
^endorsed,  and  bring  him  before  a  magisti'ate. 

Provisional  warrant  for  apprehension  of/ttgitive. 

4.  A  magistrate  of  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions 
may  issue  a  provisional  warrant  for  the  apprehension  of  a 
fugitive  who  is  or  is  suspected  of  being  in  or  on  his  way  to 
that  part  on  such  information,  and  under  such  circumstances, 
xis  would  in  his  opinion  justify  the  issue  of  a  warrant  if  the 
x>ffence  of  which  the  fugitive  is  accused  had  been  committed 
within  his  jurisdiction,  and  such  warrant  may  be  backed  and 
executed  accordingly. 

A  magistrate  issuing  a  provisional  warrant  shall  forthwith 
:6end  a  report  of  the  issue,  together  with  the  information  or  a 
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certified  copy  thereof,  if  he  is  in  the  United  Kingdom,  to  s 
Secretary  of  State,  and  if  he  is  in  a  British  possession,  to  the" 
governor  of  that  possession,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  or 
governor  may,  if  he  think  fit,  discharge  the  person  appre- 
hended under  such  warrant. 

Dealing  wUh  fugitive  wlien  apprehended, 

5.  A  fugitive  when  apprehended  shall  be  brought  before  a 
magistrate,  who  (subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act)  shall 
hear  the  case  in  the  same  manner  and  have  the  same  jiirLsdic* 
tion  and  powers,  as  near  as  may  be  (including  the  power  to 
remand  and  admit  to  bail),  as  if  the  fugitive  were  charged 
with  an  offence  committed  within  his  jurisdiction. 

If  the  endorsed  warrant  for  the  apprehension  of  the 
fugitive  is  duly  authenticated,  and  such  evidence  is  producecf 
as  (subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act)  according  to  the  law 
ordinarily  administered  by  the  magistrate,  raises  a  strong  ot 
probable  presumption  that  the  fugitive  committed  the  offence 
mentioned  in  the  warrant,  and  that  the  offence  is  one  to 
which  this  part  of  this  Act  applies,  the  magistrate  shall 
commit  the  fugitive  to  prison  to  await  his  return,  and  shall 
forthwith  send  a  certificate  of  the  committal  and  such  reports 
of  the  case  as  he  may  think  fit,  if  in  the  United  Kingdom 
to  a  Secretary  of  State,' and  if  in  a  British  possession  to  the 
governor  of  that  possession. 

Where  the  magistrate  commits  the  fugitive  to  prison  he 
shall  inform  the  fugitive  that  he  will  not  be  surrendered 
until  after  the  expiration  of  fifteen  days,  and  that  he  has  a 
right  to  apply  for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  or  other  like 
process. 

A  fugitive  apprehended  on  a  provisional  warrant  may  be* 
from  time  to  time  remanded  for  such  reasonable  time  not 
exceeding  seven  days  at  any  one  time,  as  under  the  circum- 
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stances  seems  requisite  for  the  production  of  an  endorsed 
warrant. 

Return  of  fugitive  by  warrant, 

6«  Upon  the  expiration  of  fifteen  days  after  a  fugitive  has^ 
been  committed  to  prison  to  await  his  return,  or  if  a  writ  of 
habeas  corpus  or  other  like  process  is  issued  with  reference  to 
such  fugitive  by  a  superior  coiut,  after  the  final  decision  ot 
the  court  in  the  case, 

(1.)  If  the  fugitive  is  so  committed  in  the  United  Kingdom,, 
a  Secretary  of  State ;  and 

(2.)  if  the  fugitive  is  so  committed  in  a  British  possession,, 
the  governor  of  that  possession, 
may,  if  he  thinks  it  just,  by  warrant  under  his  hand  order 
that  fugitive  to  be  returned  to  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's, 
dominions  from  which  he  is  a  fugitive,  and  for  that  purpose 
to  be  delivered  into  the  custody  of  the  persons  to  whom  the 
warrant  is  addressed,  or  some  one  or  more  of  them,  and  to 
be  held  in  custody,  and  conveyed  by  sea  or  otherwise  to  the 
said  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions,  to  be  dealt  with  there  > 
in  due  course  of  law  as  if  he  had  been  there  apprehended,  and. 
such  warrant  shall  be  forthwith  executed  according  to  the- 
tenor  thereof. 

The  governor  or  other  chief  officer  of  any  prison,  on  request, 
of  any  person  having  the  custody  of  a  fugitive  under  any  such 
warrant,  and  on  payment  or  tender  of  a  reasonable  amount 
for  expenses,  shall  receive  such  fugitive  and  detain  him  for 
such  reasonable  time  as  may  be  requested  by  the  said  person 
for  the  purpose  of  the  proper  execution  of  the  warrant. 

Discharge  of  person  apprehended  if  not  returned  within 

one  mont^^, 

7.  If  a  fugitive  who,  in  pursuance  of  this  part  of  this  Act, 
has  been  committed  to  prison  in  any  part  of  Her  MajestyV 
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dominions  to  await  his  return,  is  not  oonvejed  out  of  that 
part  within  one  month  after  such  committal,  a  superior  ooort, 
upon  application  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  fugitive,  and  upoa 
proof  that  reasonable  notice  of  the  intention  to  make  such 
application  has  been  given,  if  the  said  part  is  the  United 
Kingdom  to  a  Secretaiy  of  State,  and  if  the  said  part  is  a 
British  possession  to  the  governor  of  the  possession,  may, 
unless  sufficient  cause  is  shown  to  the  contrary,  order  the 
fugitive  to  be  discharged  out  of  custody. 

Sending  hack  of  persona  apprehended  if  not  proaecuUd  tciikin 

six  months  or  acquitted. 

8.  Where  a  person  accused  of  an  offence  and  returned  in 
pursuance  of  this  part  of  this  Act  to  any  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions,  either  is  not  prosecuted  for  the  said 
offence  within  six  months  after  his  arrival  in  that  par^i,  or  is 
acquitted  of  the  said  offence,  then  if  that  part  is  the  United 
Kingdom  a  Secretary  of  State,  and  if  that  part  is  a  British 
possession  the  governor  of  that  possession,  may,  if  he  think 
fit,  on  the  request  of  such  person,  cause  him  to  be  sent  back 
free  of  cost  and  with  as  little  delay  as  possible  to  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty^s  dominions  in  or  on  his  way  to  which  he  was 
apprehended. 

Offences  to  which  this  part  of  this  Act  applies, 

9.  This  part  of  this  Act  shall  apply  to  the  following  offences, 
namely,  to  treason  and  piracy,  and  to  every  offence,  whether 
-called  felony,  misdemeanor,  crime,  or  by  any  other  name, 
which  is  for  the  time  being  punishable  in  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions  in  which  it  was  committed,  either  on 

ndit^ment  or  information,  by  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
for  a  term  of  twelve  months  or  more,  or  by  any  greater 
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puniBhment ;  and  for  the  purposes  of  this  section,  rigoroos 
imprisonment,  and*  any  confinement  in  a  prison  combined 
with  labour,  by  whatever  name  it  is  called,  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  imprisonment  with  hard  labour. 

This  part  of  this  Act  shall  apply  to  an  offence  notwith- 
standing that  by  the  law  of  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions  in  or  on  his  way  to  which  the  fugitive  is  or  is 
suspected  of  being  it  is  not  an  offence,  or  not  an  offence  to 
which  this  part  of  this  Act  applies ;  and  all  the  provisions  of 
this  part  of  this  Act,  including  those  i^elatiug  to  a  provisional 
warrant  and  to  a  committal  to  prison,  shall  be  construed  as 
if  the  offence  were  in  such  last-mentioned  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions  an  offence  to  which  this  part  of  this  Act  applies. 

Powers  of  superior  court  to  discliarge  fugitive  when,  case 

Jrivdous  or  return  unjust, 

10.  Where  it  is  made  to  appear  to  a  superior  court  that  by 
reason  of  the  trivial  nature  of  the  case,  or  by  reason  of  the 
application  for  the  return  of  a  fugitive  not  being  made  in 
good  faith  in  the  interests  of  justice  or  otherwise,  it  would, 
having  regard  to  the  distance,  to  the  facilities  for  communi- 
cation, and  to  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  be  unjust  or 
oppressive  or  too  se]i#re  a  punishment  to  return  the  fugitive 
either  at  all  or  until  the  expiration  of  a  certain  period,  such 
court  may  discharge  the  fugitive,  either  absolutely  or  on  bail, 
or  order  that  he  shall  not  be  returned  until  after  the  expira- 
tion of  the  period  named  in  the  order,  or  may  make  such 
other  order  in  the  premises  as  to  the  court  seems  just. 

Power  of  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland, 

11.  In  Ireland  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  Lords  Justices  or 
other  chief  governor  or  governors  of  Ireland,  also  the  chief 
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secretary  of  such  Lord  Lieutenant,  may,  as  well  as  a  Secretary 
of  State,  execute  any  portion  of  the  powers  by  this  part  of 
this  Act  vested  in  a  Secretar}"  of  State. 

Part  II. 
inter-colonial  backing  of  warrants,  and  offences. 

Application  of  part  of  Act  to  group  of  British  possessions. 

12.  This  part  of  this  Act  shall  apply  only  to  those  groups  of 
British  possessions  to  which,  by  reason  of  their  contiguity  or 
otherwise,  it  may  seem  expedient  to  Her  Majesty  to  apply  the 
same. 

It  shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  from  time  to  time  by 
Order  in  Council  to  direct  that  this  part  of  this  Act  shall 
apply  to  the  group  of  British  possessions  mentioned  in  the 
Order,  and  by  the  same  or  any  subsequent  Order  to  except 
certain  offences  from  the  application  of  this  part  of  this  Act, 
and  to  limit  the  application  of  this  part  of  this  Act  by  such 
conditions,  exceptions,  and  qualifications  as  nmy  be  deemed 
expedient. 

BACKING   OF   WARRANTS. 

Backing  in  one  British  possession  of  warrant  issued  in  another 

of  same  grou]), 

13.  Where  in  a  British  possession  of  a  group  to  which  this 
part  of  this  Act  applies  a  warrant  has  been  issued  for  the 
apprehension  of  a  person  accused  of  an  offence  punishable  by 
law  in  that  possession,  and  such  person  is  or  is  suspected  of 
being  in  or  on  the  way  to  another  British  possession  of  the 
same  group,  a  magistrate  in  the  last-mentioned  possession,  if 
satisfied  that  the  warrant  was  issued  by  a  person  having  lawful 
authority  to  issue  the  same,  may  endorse  such  warrant  in 
manner  provided  by  this  Act,  and  the  warrant  so  endorsed 
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shall  be  a  sufficient  authority  to  apprehend,  within  the  juris- 
diction of  the  endorsing  magistrate,  the  person  named  in  the 
warrant,  and  bring  him  before  the  endorsing  magistrate  or 
some  other  magistrate  in  the  same  British  possession. 

Return  of  prisoner  apprehended  under  hacked  warrant, 

14.  The  magistrate  before  whom  a  person  so  apprehended  is 
brought,  if  he  is  satisfied  that  the  warrant  is  duly  authen- 
ticated as  directed  by  this  Act  and  was  issued  by  a  person 
having  lawful  authority  to  issue  the  same,  and  is  satisfied  on 
oath  that  the  prisoner  is  the  person  named  or  otherwise 
described  in  the  warrant,  may  order  such  ^prisoner  to  be 
returned  to  the  British  possession  in  which  the  warrant  was 
issued,  and  for  that  purpose  to  be  delivered  into  the  custody  of 
the  persons  to  whom  the  warrant  is  addressed,  or  any  one  or 
more  of  them,  and  to  be  held  in  custody  and  conveyed  by  sen 
or  otherwise  into  the  British  possession  in  which  the  warrant 
was  issued,  there  to  be  dealt  with  according  to  law  as  if  he 
had  been  there  apprehended.  Such  order  for  return  may  be 
made  by  warrant  under  the  hand  of  the  magistrate  making  it, 
and  may  be  executed  according  to  the  tenor  thereof. 

A  magistrate  shall,  so  far  as  is  requisite  for  the  exercise  of 
the  powers  of  this  section,  have  the  same  power,  including 
the  power  to  remand  and  admit  to  bail  a  prisoner,  as  he  has 
in  the  case  of  a  person  apprehended  under  a  warrant  issued 
by  him. 

Backing  in  one  British  possession  of  summons,  dt'c,  of  icitnesses 
issued  in  another  possession  of  same  group. 

15.  Where  a  person  required  to  give  evidence  on  behalf  of 
the  prosecutor  or  defendant  on  a  charge  for  an  offence  punish- 
able by  law  in  a  British  possession  of  a  group  to  which  this 
part  of  this  Act  applies,  is  or  is  suspected  of  being  in  or  on 
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his  way  to  any  other  Biitish  possession  of  the  same  groap,  a 
judge,  magistrate,  or  other  officer  who  would  have  lawful 
authority  to  issue  a  summons,  requiring  the  attendancse  of 
such  witness,  if  the  witness  were  within  his  jurisdiction,  may 
issue  a  summons  for  the  attendance  of  such  witness,  and  a 
magistrate  in  any  other  British  possession  of  the  sanie  group, 
if  satisfied  that  the  summons  was  issued  by  some  judge, 
magistrate,  or  officer  having  lawful  authority  as  aforesaid,  may 
endorse  the  summons 'with  his  name;  and  the  witness,  on 
service  in  that  possession  of  the  summons,  so  endorsed,  and  on 
payment  or  tender  of  a  reasonable  amount  for  his  expense^ 
shall  obey  the  summons,  and  in  default  shall  be  liable  to  be 
tried  and  punished  either  in  the  possession  in  which  he  jm 
served  or  in  the  possession  in  which  the  summons  was  issued, 
and  shall  be  liable  to  the  punishment  imposed  by  the  law  of 
the  possession  in  which  he  is  tried  for  the  failure  of  a  witness 
to  obey  such  a  summons.  The  expression  "  summons  "  in  this 
section  includes  any  subpoena  or  other  process  for  requiring 
the  attendance  of  a  witness. 

Provisional  warrant  in  group  0/  British  possessions. 

16.  A  magistrate  in  a  British  possession  of  a  group  to  which 
this  part  of  this  Act  applies,  before  the  endorsement  in  pur- 
suance of  this  part  of  this  Act  of  a  warrant  for  the  appre- 
liension  of  any  person,  may  issue  a  provisional  warrant  for  the 
apprehension  of  that  person,  on  such  information  and  under 
such  circumstances  as  would  in  his  opinion  justify  the  issue  of 
ii  warrant  if  the  offence  of  which  such  person  is  accused  were 
an  offence  punishable  by  the  law  of  the  said  possession,  and 
had  been  committed  witliin  his  jurisdiction,  and  such  warrant 
may  be  backed  and  executed  accordingly;  provided  that  a 
person  arrested  under  such  provisional  warrant  shall  be  dis- 
charged unless  the  original  warrant  is  produced  and  endorsed 
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within  sach  reasonable  time  as  may  under  the  cLrcumstances 
seem  requisite. 

Discharge  of  prisoner  That  returned  vnthin  one  month  to 
British  possession  of  same  group. 

17.  If  a  prisoner  in  a  British  possessdon  whose  return  is 
authorised  in  pursuance  of  this  part  of  this  Act  is  not  con- 
veyed out  of  that  possession  within  one  month  after  the  date 
of  the  warrant  ordering  his  return,  a  magistrate  or  a  superior 
court,  upon  application  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  prisoner,  and 
upon  proof  that  reasonable  notice  of  the  intention  to  make 
such  application  has  been  given  to  the  person  holding  the 
warrant  and  to  the  chief  officer  of  the  police  of  such  possession 
or  of  the  province  or  town  where  the  prisoner  is  in  custody, 
may,  unless  sufficient  cause  is  shown  to  tlie  contrary,  order 
such  prisoner  to  be  discharged  out  of  custody. 

Any  order  or  refusal  to  make  an  order  of  discharge  by  a 
magistrate  under  this  section  shall  be  subject  to  appeal  to  a 
superior  court. 

Sending  back  of  prisoner  not  prosecuted  or  acquitted  to 
British  possession  of  same  group, 

18.  Where  a  prisoner  accused  of  an  offence  is  returned  in 
pursuance  of  this  part  of  this  Act  to  a  British  possession,  and 
either  is  not  prosecuted  for  the  said  offence  within  six  months 
after  his  arrival  in  that  possession  or  is  acquitted  of  the  said 
offence,  the  governor  of  that  possession ,  if  he  thinks  fit,  may, 
on  the  requisition  of  such  person,  cause  him  to  be  sent  back, 
free  of  cost,  and  with  as  little  delay  as  possible,  to  the  British 
posEession  in  or  on  his  way  to  which  he  was  apprehended. 

Refusal  to  return  prisoner  wJiere  offence  too  tHvial, 

19.  Where  the  return  of  a  prisoner  is  sought  or  ordered 
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his  way  to  any  oi^her  Biitish  possession  of  the  same  groap,  a 
judge,  magistrate,  or  other  officer  who  would  have  lawful 
authority  to  issue  a  summons,  requiring  the  attendance  of 
such  witness,  if  the  witness  were  within  his  jurisdiction,  may 
issue  a  summons  for  the  attendance  of  such  witness,  and  a 
magistrate  in  any  other  British  possession  of  the  same  group, 
if  satisfied  that  the  summons  was  issued  by  some  judge, 
magistrate,  or  officer  having  lawful  authority  as  aforesaid,  may 
endorse  the  summons 'with  his  name;  and  the  witness,  on 
service  in  that  possession  of  the  summons,  so  endorsed,  and  on 
payment  or  tender  of  a  reasonable  amount  for  his  expenses, 
shall  obey  the  summons,  and  in  default  shall  be  liable  to  be 
tried  and  punished  either  in  the  possession  in  which  he  is 
served  or  in  the  possession  in  which  the  summons  was  issued, 
and  shall  be  liable  to  the  punishment  imposed  by  the  law  of 
the  possession  in  which  he  is  tried  for  the  failure  of  a  witness 
to  obey  such  a  summons.  The  expression  '^  summons  "  in  this 
section  includes  any  subpoena  or  other  process  for  requiring 
the  attendance  of  a  witness. 

Prouisioncd  warrant  in  group  of  British  possessions. 

16.  A  magistrate  in  a  British  possession  of  a  group  to  which 
this  part  of  this  Act  applies,  before  the  endorsement  in  pur- 
suance of  this  part  of  this  Act  of  a  warrant  for  the  appre- 
hension of  any  person,  may  issue  a  provisional  warrant  for  the 
apprehension  of  that  person,  on  such  information  and  under 
such  circumstances  as  would  in  his  opinion  justify  the  issue  of 
a  warrant  if  the  offence  of  which  such  person  is  accused  were 
an  offence  punishable  by  the  law  of  the  said  possession,  and 
had  been  committed  within  his  jurisdiction,  and  such  warrant 
may  be  backed  and  executed  accordingly;  provided  that  a 
person  arrested  under  such  provisional  warrant  shall  be  dis- 
charged unless  the  original  warrant  is  produced  and  endorsed 
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within  sach  reasonable  time  as  may  under  the  circumstances 
seem  requisite. 

Discharge  of  prisoner  not  returned  within  one  month  to 
British  possession  of  same  group. 

17.  If  a  prisoner  in  a  British  possession  whose  return  is 
authorised  in  pursuance  of  this  part  of  this  Act  is  not  con- 
veyed out  of  that  possession  within  one  month  after  the  date 
of  the  warrant  ordering  his  return,  a  magistrate  or  a  superior 
court,  upon  application  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  prisoner,  and 
upon  proof  that  reasonable  notice  of  the  intention  to  make 
such  application  has  been  given  to  the  person  holding  the 
warrant  and  to  the  chief  officer  of  the  police  of  such  possession 
or  of  the  province  or  town  where  the  prisoner  is  in  custody, 
may,  unless  sufficient  cause  is  shown  to  the  contrary,  order 
such  prisoner  to  be  discharged  out  of  custody. 

Any  order  or  refusal  to  make  an  order  of  discharge  by  a 
magistrate  under  this  section  shall  be  subject  to  appeal  to  a 
superior  court. 

Sending  hack  ofprisoiher  not  prosecuted  or  acquitted  to 
British  possession  of  same  group, 

18.  Where  a  prisoner  accused  of  an  offence  is  returned  in 
pursuance  of  this  part  of  this  Act  to  a  British  possession,  and 
either  is  not  prosecuted  for  the  said  offence  within  sbc  months 
after  his  arrival  in  that  possession  or  is  acquitted  of  the  said 
offence,  the  governor  of  that  possession,  if  he  thinks  fit,  may, 
on  the  requisition  of  such  person,  cause  him  to  be  sent  back, 
free  of  cost,  and  with  as  little  delay  as  possible,  to  the  British 
posEession  in  or  on  his  way  to  which  he  was  apprehended. 

Refusal  to  return  prisoner  where  offence  too  trivial. 

19.  Where  the  return  of  a  prisoner  is  sought  or  ordered 
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ander  this  part  of  this  Act,  and  it  is  made  to  appear  to   a 
magistrate  or  to  a  superior  court  that  by  reason  of  the  trivial 
nature  of  the  case,  or  by  reason  of  the  application  for  the 
return  of  such  prisoner  not  being  made  in  good  faith  in  the 
interests  of  justice  or  otherwise,  it  would,  having  regard  to 
the  distance,  to  the  facilities  of  communication,  and  to  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  be  unjust  or   oppressive,  or    too 
severe  a  punishment,  to  return  the  prisoner  either  at  all  or 
until  the  expiration  of  a  certain  period,  the  court  or  magistrate 
may  discharge  the  prisoner  either  absolutely  or  on  bail,  or 
order  that  he  shall  not  be  returned  until  after  the  expiration 
of  the  period  named  in  the  order,  or  may  make  such  other 
order  in  the  premises  as  to  the  magistrate  or  court  seems 
just. 

Any  order  or  refusal  to  make  an  order  of  discharge  by  a 
magistrate  under  this  section  shall  be  subject  to  an  appeal  to 
a  superior  court. 

Part  III. 

TRIAL,   ETC.    OP  OFFENCES 

Offences  committed  on  boundary  of  two  adjoining  British 

possessions, 

20.  Where  two  British  possessions  adjoin,  a  person  accused 
of  an  offence  committed  on  or  within  the  distance  of  five 
hundred  yards  from  the  common  boundary  of  such  possessions 
may  be  apprehended,  tried,  and  punished  in  either  of  such 
possessions. 

Offences  committed  on  journey  betioem  two  British  possessions, 

21.  Where  an  offence  is  committed  on  any  person  or  in 
respect  of  any  property  in  or  upon  any  carriage,  cart,   or 
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vehicle  whatsoever  employed  in  a  journey,  or  on  hoard  any 
vessel  whatsoever  employed  in  a  navigahle  river,  lake,  canal, 
or  inland  navigation,  the  person  accused  of  such  offence  may 
he  tried  in  any  British  possession  through  a  part  of  which 
«uch  carriage,  cart,  vehicle,  or  vessel  passed  in  the  course  of 
the  journey  or  voyage  during  which  the  offence  was  com- 
mitted ;  and  where  the  side,  bank,  centre,  or  other  part  of  the 
road,  river,  lake,  canal,  or  inland  navigation  along  which  the 
carriage,  cart,  vehicle,  or  vessel  passed  in  the  course  of  such 
journey  or  voyage  is  the  boundary  of  any  British  possession,  a 
person  may  be  tried  for  such  offence  in  any  British  possession 
of  which  it  is  the  boundaiy : 

Provided  that  nothing  in  this  section  shall  authorise  the 
trial  for  such  offence  of  a  person  who  is  not  a  British  subject, 
where  it  is  not  shown  that  the  offence  was  committed  in  a 
British  possession. 

Trial  of  offence  of  false  swearing  or  giving  Jalse  evidence. 

22.  A  person  accused  of  the  offence  (under  whatever  name 
it  is  known)  of  swearing  or  making  any  false  deposition,  or  of 
giving  or  fabricating  any  false  evidence,  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Act,  may  be  tried  either  in  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions  in  which  such  deposition  or  evidence  is  used,  or  in 
the  part  in  which  the  same  was  sworn,  made,  given  or 
fabricated,  as  the  justice  of  the  case  may  require. 

Supplemental  provision  as  to  trial  of  person  in  any  place. 

23.  Where  any  part  of  this  Act  provides  for  the  place  of 
trial  of  a  person  accused  of  an  offence,  that  offence  shall,  for  all 
ptirposes  of  and  incidental  to  the  apprehension,  trial,  and 
punishment  of  such  person,  and  of  and  incidental  to  any  pro- 
ceedings and  matters  preliminary,  incidental  to,  or  consequen- 
tial thereon,  and  of  and  incidental  to  the  jurisdiction  of  any 
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conrt,  constable,  or  officer  with  reference  to  such  offence,  and 
to  any  person  accosed  of  such  offence,  be  deemed  to  have  been 
committed  in  any  place  in  which  the  person  aocnsed  of  the 
offence  can  be  tried  for  it ;  and  such  person  may  be  punished 
in  accordance  with  the  Courts  (Colonial)  Jurisdiction  Act, 
1874* 

Isstie  of  search  warranL 

24.  Where  a  warrant  for  the  apprehension  of  a  person 
accused  of  an  offence  has  been  endorsed  in  pursuance  of  any 
part  of  this  Act  in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions,  or 
where  any  part  of  the  Act  provides  for  the  place  of  trial  of  a 
person  accused  of  an  offence,  every  court  and  magistrate  of  the 
part  in  which  the  warrant  is  endorsed  or  the  person  aocnsed  of 
the  offence  can  be  tried  shall  have  the  same  power  of  issuing  a 
warrant  to  search  for  any  property  alleged  to  be  stolen  or  to 
be  otherwise  unlawfully  taken  or  obtained  by  such  person,  or 
otherwise  to  be  the  subject  of  such  offence,  as  that  court  or 
magistiute  would  have  if  the  property  had  been  stolen  or 
otherwise  unlawfully  taken  or  obtained,  or  the  offence  had 
been  committed  wholly  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  court 
or  magistrate. 

Removed  of  prisoner  by  sea  from  one  plcu^  to  another. 

25.  Where  a  person  is  in  legal  custody  in  a  British  possession 
either  in  pursuance  of  this  Act  or  otherwise,  and  such  person 
is  required  to  be  removed  in  custody  to  another  place  in  or 
belonging  to  the  same  British  possession,  such  person,  if 
removed  by  sea  in  a  vessel  belonging  to  Her  Majesty  or  any 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  shall  be  deemed  to  continue  in  legs! 
custody  until  he  reaches  the  place  to  which  he  is  required  to 
be  removed ;  and  the  provisions  of  this  Act  with  respect  to  the 

«  87  &  88  Vict.  c.  27. 
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retaking  of  a  prisoner  who  has  escaped,  and  with  respect  to  the 
trial  and  punishment  of  a  person  guilty  of  the  offence  of  escap- 
ing  or  attempting  to  escape,  or  aiding  or  attempting  to  aid  a 
prisoner  to  escape,  shall  apply  to  the  case  of  a  prisoner  escaping 
while  being  lawfully  removed  as  aforesaid,  in  like  manner  as  if 
he  were  being  removed  in  pursuance  of  a  warrant  endorsed  in 
pursuance  of  this  Act. 


Part  IV. 

SUPPLEMENTAL. — WARRANTS  AND  ESCAPE. 

Endorsement  of  warrant. 

26.  An  endorsement  of  a  wan-ant  in  pursuance  of  this  Act 
shall  be  signed  by  the  authority  endorsing  the  same,  and  shall 
authorise  all  or  any  of  the  persons  named  in  the  endorsement, 
and  of  the  persons  to  whom  the  warrant  was  originally  directed, 
and  also  every  constable,  to  execute  the  warrant  within  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  or  place  within  which  such 
endorsement  is  by  this  Act  made  a  sufficient  authority,  by 
apprehending  the  person  named  in  it,  and  bringing  him  before 
some  magistrate  in  the  said  part  or  place,  whether  the  magis- 
trate named  in  the  endorsement  or  some  other. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  Act  every  warrant,  summons, 
subpoena,  and  process,  and  every  endorsement  made  in  pursu- 
ance of  this  Act  thereon,  shall  remain  in  force,  notwithstanding 
that  the  person  signing  the  warrant  or  such  endorsement  dies 
or  ceases  to  hold  office. 

Conveyance  of  fugitives  and  loiineases, 

27.  Where  a  fugitive  or  prisoner  is  authorised  to  be  returned 
to  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  in  pursuance  of  Part 

HH 
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One  or  Part  Two  of  this  Act,  such  fugitive  or  prisoner  may  \k 
sent  thither  in  any  ship  belonging  to  Her  Majesty  or  to  any 
of  her  subjects. 

For  the  purpose  aforesaid,  the  authority  signing  the  warrant 
for  the  return  may  order  the  master  of  any  ship  belonging  tb 
any  subject  of  Her  Majesty  bound  to  the  said  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions  to  receive  and  afford  a  passage  and  subsis- 
tence during  the  voyage  to  such  fugitive  or  prisoner,  and  to 
the  person  having  him  in  custody,  and  to  the  witnesses,  so  that 
such  master  be  not  required  to  receive  more  than  one  fugitive 
or  prisoner  for  every  hundred  tons  of  his  ship  s  registered 
tonnage,  or  more  than  one  witness  for  every  fifty  tons  of  such 
tonnage. 

The  said  authority  shall  endorse  or  cause  to  be  endorsed 
upon  the  agreement  of  the  ship  such  particulars  with  respect 
to  any  fugitive  prisoner  or  witness  sent  in  her  as  the  Board  of 
Trade  from  time  to  time  require. 

Every  such  master  shall,  on  his  ship's  arrival  in  the  said 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions,  cause  such  fugitive  or  pri- 
soner, if  he  is  not  in  the  custody  of  any  person,  to  be  given  into 
the  custody  of  some  constable,  there  to  be  dealt  with  according 
to  law. 

Every  master  who  fails  on  payment  or  tender  of  a  reasonable 
amount  for  expenses  to  comply  with  an  order  made  in  piu«»- 
ance  of  this  section,  or  to  cause  a  fugitive  or  prisoner  com- 
mitted to  his  charge  to  be  given  into  custody  as  required  by 
this  section,  shall  be  liable  on  summary  conviction  to  a  fine 
not  exceeding  fifty  pounds,  which  may  be  recovered  in  any 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  in  like  manner  as  a  penalty 
of  the  s«ame  amount  under  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854,* 
and  the  Acts  amending  the  same. 

•  17  &  18  Vict.  c.  104. 
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Escape  of  prisoner  from  custody, 

28.  If  a  prisoner  escape,  by  breach  of  prison  or  otherwise, 
out  of  the  custody  of  a  person  acting  under  a  warrant  issued 
or  endorsed  in  pursuance  of  this  Act,  he  may  be  retaken  in  the 
same  manner  as  a  person  accused  of  a  crime  against  the  law  of 
that  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  to  which  he  escapes  may 
be  retaken  upon  an  escape. 

A  person  guilty  of  the  offence  of  escaping  or  of  attempting 
to  escape,  or  of  aiding  or  attempting  to  aid  a  prisoner  to 
escape,  by  breach  of  prison  or  otherwise,  from  custody  under 
any  warrant  issued  or  endorsed  in  pursuance  of  this  Act,  may 
be  tried  in  any  of  the  following  parts  of  Her  Majesty's  domi- 
nions, namely,  the  part  to  which  and  t^ie  part  from  which  the 
prisoner  \&  being  removed,  and  the  part  in  which  the  prisoner 
escapes,  and  the  part  in  which  the  offender  is  found". 

•     EVIDENCB. 

Depositions  to  be  evidence,  and  authentication  of  depositions 

and  warrants, 

29.  A  magistrate  may  take  depositions  for  the  purposes  of* 
this  Act  in  the  absence  of  a  person  accused  of  an  offence  in 
like  manner  as  he  might  take  the  Same  if  such  person  :v0te 
present  and  accused  of  the  offence  before  him. 

Depositions  (whether  taken  in  the  absence  of  the  fugitive  or 
otherwise)  and  copies  thereof,  and  official  certificates  of  br 
judicial  documents  stating  fad^,  may,  if  duly  authenticated, 
be  received  in  evidence  in  proceedings  under  this  Act. 

Provided  that  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  authorise  the  recep- 
tion of  any  such  depositions,  copies,  certificates,  or  documents 
in  evidence  against  a  person  upon  his  trial  for  an  offence. 

Warrants  and  depositions,  and  copies  thereof,  and  official 

HH  2 


CCxlii  APPENDIX. 

certificates  of  or  judicial  documents  stating  facts,  shall  be 
deemed  duly  authenticated  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  if  they 
are  authenticated  in  manner  provided  for  the  time  being  by 
law,  or  if  they  purport  to  be  signed  by  or  authenticated  by  the 
si<^nature  of  a  judge,  magistrate,  or  officer  of  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions  in  which  the  same  are  issued,  taken,  or 
made,  and  are  authenticated  either  by  the  oath  of  some 
witness,  or  by  being  sealed  with  the  official  seal  of  a  Secretary 
of  State,  or  with  the  public  seal  of  a  British  possession,  or 
with  the  official  seal  of  a  governor  of  a  British  possession  or  of 
a  colonial  secretary,  or  of  some  secretary  or  minister  adminis- 
tering a  department  of  the  government  of  a  British  possession. 
And  all  courts  and  magistrates  shall  take  judicial  notice  of 
every  such  seal  as  is  in  this  section  mentioned,  and  shall  admit 
in  evidence  without  further  proof  the  documents  authenti- 
cated by  it. 


MISCELLANEOUS. 

Provision  as  to  exercise  of  jurisdiction  hy  magistrates, 

30.  The  jurisdiction  under  Part  One  of  this  Act  to  hear  a 
case  and  commit  a  fugitive  to  prison  to  await  his  return  shall 
be  exercised, — 

(1.)  In  England,  by  a  chief  magistrate  of  the  metropolitan 
police  courts  or  one  of  the  other  magistrates  of  the 
metropolitan  polico  court  at  Bow  Street ;  and 

(2.)  In  Scotland,  by  the  sheriff  or  sheriff  substitute  of  the 
county  of  Edinburgh ;  and 

(3.)  In  Ireland,  by  one  of  the  police  magistrates  of  the 
Dublin  metropolitan  police  district ;  and 

(4.)  In  a  British  possession,  by  any  judge,  justice  of  the 
peace,  or  other  officer  having  the  like  jurisdiction  as 
one  of  the   magistrates  of  the   metropolitan  police 
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court  in  Bow  Street,  or  by  such  other  court,  judge,  or 
magistrate  as  may  be  from  time  to  time  provided  by 
an  Act  or  ordinance  passed  by  the  legislature  of  that 
possession. 
If  a  fugitive  is  apprehended  and  brought  before  a  magis- 
trate who  has  no  power  to  exercise  the  jurisdiction  under  this 
Act  in  respect  of  that  fugitive,  that  magistrate  shall  order  the 
fugitive  to  be  brought  before  some  magistrate  liaving  that 
jurisdiction,  and  such  order  shall  be  obeyed. 

Power  as  to  making  and  revocation  of  Orders  in  Councils 

31.  It  shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  in  Council  from  time 
to  time  to  make  Orders  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  and  to 
revoke  and  vary  any  Order  so  made,  and  every  Order  so  made 
shall  while  it  is  in  force  have  the  same  effect  as  if  it  were 
enacted  in  this  Act. 

An  Order  in  Council  made  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  shall 
be  laid  before  Parliament  as  soon  as  may  be  after  it  is  made  if 
Parliament  is  then  in  session,  or  if  not,  as  soon  as  may  be  after 
the  commencement  of  the  then  next  session  of  Parliament. 

Power  oflegidaiure  of  Britieh  possession  to  pass  laws  J  or 

carrying  into  effect  this  Act, 

82.  If  the  legislature  of  a  British  possession  pass  any  Act  or 
ordinance — 

(1.)  For  defining  the  offences  committed  in  that  possession 
to  which  this  Act  or  any  part  thereof  is  to  apply ;  or 

(2.)  For  determining  the  court,  judge,  magistrate,  officer,  or 
person  by  whom  and  the  manner  in  which  any  juris- 
diction or  power  under  this  Act  is  to  be  exercised ;  or 

(3.)  For  payment  of  the  costs  incurred  in  returning  a  fugi- 
tive or  a  prisoner,  or  in  sending  him  back  if  not 
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prosecuted  or  if  acquitted,  or  otherwise  in  the  execu- 
tion of  this  Act ;  or 
(4.)  In  any  manner  for  the  carrying  of  this  Act  or  any  part 
thereof  into  effect  in  that  possession, 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  by  Order  in  Council  to 
direct,  if  it  seems  to  Her  Majesty  in  Council  necessary  or 
proper  for  canning  into  effect  the  objects  of  this  Act,  that  such 
Act  or  ordinance,  or  any  part  thereof,  shall  with  or  without 
modification  or  alteration  be  recognised  and  given  effect  to 
throughout  her  Majesty's  dominions  and  on  the  high  seas  as  if 
it  were  part  of  this  Act. 


APPUCATION  OF  ACT.  , 

AppliecUion  of  AH  to  offences  <U  sea  or  triable  in  several  parts ' 

of  ffer  Majesty's  dominions. 

• 

'  33,  Where  a  person  accused  of  an  offence  can  by  reason  of 
the  nature  of  the  offence,  or  the  place  in  which  it  was  com* 
mitted,  or  otherwise,  be,  under  this  Act  or  otherwi^,  tried  for  or 
in  respect  of  the  offence  in  more  than  one  part  of  Her  Majesty'^ 
dominions,  a  warrant  for  the  apprehension  of  such  person  may 
be  issued  in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  in  which  he 
can,  if  he  happens  to  be  there,  be  tried;  and  each  part  of 'this 
Act  shall  apply  as  if  the  offence  had  been  committed  in  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions' where  such  warrant  is  issiied, 
and  such  person  may  be  apprehended  and  returned  in  pursu^ 
ance  of  this  Act,  notwithstanding  that  in  the  place  in  which 
he  is  apprehended  a  court  h^s  jurisdiction  to  try  him : 

Provided  that  if  such  person  is  apprehended  in  the  United 
Kingdom  a  Secretary  of  State,  and  if  he  is  apprehended  in  a 
British  possession,  the  governor  of  such  possession,  may,  if 
satisfied  that,  having  regard  to  the  place  where  the  witnesses 
for  the  prosecution  and  for  the  defence  are  to  be  fcjpd,  and  to 
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All 'the  circumstances  of  the  case,  it  would  be  conducive  to 
the  iaterests  of  justice  so  to  do,  order  such  person  to  be  tried 
in  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  in  which  he  is  appre- 
hended, and  in  such  case  any  warrant  previously  issued  for  his 
return  shall  not  be  executed. 


AppliccUion  of  Act  to  convicts. 

'  84.  Where  a  person  convicted  by  a  court  in  any  part  of 
.Her  Majesty's  dominions  of  an  offence  committed  either  in 
Her  Majesty's  dominions  or  elsewhere,  is  unlawfully  at  large 
•before  the  expiration  of  his  sentence,  each  part  of  this  Act 
8hall  apply  to  such  person,  so  far  as  is  consistent  with  the 
tei\or  thereof,  in  like  manner  as  it  applies  to  a  person  accused 
of  the  like  offence  committed  in  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions  in  which  such  person  was  convicted. 

ApplicCttion  of  Act  to  removal  of  person  triable  in  more  tJum 
one  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions. 

35.  Where  a  person  accused  of  an  offence  is  in  custody  in 
some  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions,  and  the  offence  is  one 
for  or  in  respect  of  which,  by  reason  of  the  nature  thereof  or 
of  the  place  in  which  it  was  committed  or  otherwise,  a  person 
may  under  this  Act  or  otherwise  be  tried  in  some  other  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  dominions,  in  such  case  a  superior  court, 
and  also  if  such  person  is  in  the  United  Kingdom  a  Secretary 
of  State,  and  if  he  is  in  a  British  possession  the  governor  of 
that  possession,  if  satisfied  that,  having  regard  to  the  place 
where  the  witnesses  for  the  prosecution  and  for  the  defence 
are  to  be  foimd,  and  to  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  it 
would  be  conducive  to  the  interests  of  justice  so  to  do,  may  by 
warrant  direct  the  removal  of  such  offender  to  some  other 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  in  which  he  can  be  tried, 
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and  the  offender  may  be  returned,  and,  if  not  proeecnted  or 
acquitted,  sent  back  free  of  cost  in  like  manner  as  if  he  were 
a  fugitive  returned  in  pursuance  of  Part  One  of  this  Act^  and 
the  warrant  were  a  waiTant  for  the  return  of  such  fugitive, 
and  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  apply  accordingly. 

Application  of  Act  to  foreign  jurisdiction, 

36.  It  shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  from  time  to  time 
by  Order  in  Council  to  direct  that  this  Act  shall  apply  as  if, 
subject  to  the  conditions,  exceptions,  and  qualifications  (if  any) 
contained  in  the  Order,  any  place  out  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions  in  which  Her  Majesty  has  jurisdiction,  and  which 
is  named  in  the  Order,  were  a  British  possession,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  carrying  into  effect  such  application. 

Application  of  Act  to,  and  execution  of  warrant  in  United 
Kingdom,  Cluinnel  Islands,  and  Ide  of  Man, 

37.  This  Act  shall  extend  to  the  Channel  Islands  and  Isle 
of  Man  as  if  they  were  part  of  England  and  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  the  United  Kingdom  and  those  islands  shall 
be  deemed  for  the  purpose  of  this  Act  to  be  one  part  of  her 
Majesty's  dominions ;  and  a  warrant  endorsed  in  pursuance  of 
Part  One  of  this  Act  may  be  executed  in  every  place  in  the 
United  Kingdom  and  the  said  islands  accordingly. 

Applicaiion  of  Act  to  past  offeTices, 

38.  This  Act  shall  apply  where  an  offence  is  committed 
before  the  commencement  of  this  Act,  or,  in  the  case  of  Fart 
Two  of  this  Act,  before  the  application  of  that  part  to  a 
British  possession  or  to  the  offence,  in  like  manner  as  if  such 
offence  had  been  committed  after  such  commencement  or  appli* 
cation. 
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DEFINITIONS  AND  REPEAL. 


Definition  of  terms, 
39.  In  this  Act,  unless  the  context  otherwise  requires,— 

"  Secretary  of  State  : " 

The  expression  ''Secretary  of  State"  means  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State : 

**  British  possession :  " 

The  expression  "  British  possession  "  means  any  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions,  exclusive  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
the  Channel  Islands,  and  Isle  of  Man;  all  territories 
and  places  within  Her  Majesty's  dominions  which  ai-e 
under  one  legislature  shall  be  deemed  to  be  one  British 
possession  and  one  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions : 

"  Legislature : " 

Tlio  expression  "  legislature,"  where  there  are  local  legis- 
latures as  well  as  a  central  legislature,  means  the  centi-al 
legislature  only : 

"  Oovemor : " 

The  expression  ''  governor  "  means  any  person  or  persons 
administering  the  government  of  a  British  possession,  and 
includes  the  governor  and  lieutenant  governor  of  any 
part  of  India : 

'' Constable  r* 

The  expression  ''constable"  means,  out  of  England,  any 
policeman  or  officer  having  the  like  powers  and  duties  as 
a  constable  in  England : 
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"Magistrate:" 

The  expression  ''magistrate"  means,  except  in  Scotland^ 
anj  justice  of  the  peace,  and  in  Scotland  means  a  sheriff 
or  sheriff  substitute,  and  in  the  Channel  Islands,  Isle  of 
Man,  and  a  British  possession  means  any  person  having 
authority  to  issue  a  warrant  for  the  apprehension  of 
".  I  paraons  accused  of  offences  and  to'commit  such  perions 
for  trial:      : 


"  Offence  jmnia/idhle  on  indictmeTU : " 

*  .  ■  •      •  •      - 

The  expression  ''  offence  punishable  on  indictment "  means, 

«        as  regards  India,  an  offence  punishable  on  a  charge  or 

otherwise : 

'  ''Oath:" 

The  expression  "  oath  "  includes  al&rmation  or  declaration 
in  the  case  of  persons -fdlowed  by-law  to  affirm  or  declare 
instead  of  swearing,  and  the  expression.  "  swear  " .  and 
other  words  relating  to  an  oath  or  swearing  shall  be 
construed  accordingly : 

**  Dejyosition : " 

The  expression  "  deposition  ""  includes  any  affidavit,  affirma- 
tion, or  statement  made  upon  oath  as  above  defined : 

" Superior  court" 

The  ^expression  "  superior  court "  means : 
(1.)  In  England,  Her  Majesty's  Court  of  Appeal  and  High 
,  Court  of  Justice ;  and 

(2.)  In  Scotland,  the  High  Court  of  Justiciary;  and 
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(3.)  In  Ireland,  Her  Majesty's  Court  of  Appeal  and  Her 
Majesty's  HiglTCourt  of  Justice  at  Dublin ;  and 

(4.)  In  a  British  possession,  any  court  having  in  thaj^ 
possession  the  like  criminal  '  jurisdiction  to  that 
which  is  vested  in  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in 
England,  or  such  court  or  judge  as  inay  be  detei?- 
mined  by  any  Act  or  ordinance  of  that  possession. 


Commencement  of  Act. 

40.  This  Act  shall  come  into  operation  on  the  first  day  of 
January  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-two,  which 
date  is  in  this  Act  referred  to  as  the  commencement  of  this 
Act. 

Repeal  of  Act  in  Schedule. 

41.  The  Act  specified  in  the  Schedule  to  this  Act  is  hereby 
repealed  as  from  the  commencement  of  this  Act : 

Provided  that  this  repeal  shall  not  affect — 

(a.)  Any  warrant  duly  endorsed  or  issued,  nor  anything 
duly  done  or  suffered  before  the  commencement  of 
this  Act ;  nor 

(6.)  Any  obligation  or  liability  incurred  under  an  enact- 
ment hereby  repealed ;  nor 

(c.)  Any  penalty,  forfeiture,  or  punishment  incuired  in 
respect  of  any  offence  committed  against  any  en- 
actment hereby  repealed ;  nor 

(d,)  Any  legal  proceeding  or  remedy  in  respect  of  any 
such  warrant,  obligation,  liability,  penalty,  for- 
feiture, or  punishment  as  aforesaid;  and  any  such 
warrant  may  be  endorsed  and  executed,  and  any 
such  legal  proceeding  and  remedy  may  be  carried 
on,  as  if  this  Act  had  not  passed. 


ccl 
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SCHEDULE. 


Year  and  Chapter. 

TlUe. 

6  &  7  Vict.  c.  34. 

An  Act  for  the  better  appreheDnon  of  certain 
offenden. 

(     ccU     ) 


MEMORANDUM  RESPECTING  CASES  OF  EXTRADITION  OF 
BRITISH  SUBJECTS  FROM  FRANCE  BETWEEN  THE 
YEARS  1852  AND  1865. 

1.  Case  of  James  Howie,  fraudulent  bankrupt,  whose  extra- 
dition is  applied  for,  October  8,  1852,  but  the  French  Govern- 
ment, though  consenting  to  the  extradition,  does  not  succeed  in 
finding  him,  as  recorded  in  a  despatch  dated  October  29, 1852. 

2.  Case  of  Alexander  Heilbronn,  accused  of  forgery,  Sep- 
tember 12,  1852.  The  French  Government  consents  to  the 
same,  October  1,  1853. 

8.  Case  of  Harry  Arthur  Allen,  accused  of  forgery,  whose 
extradition  was  requested  December  3,  1853.  To  this  request 
no  reply  from  the  French  Government  is  to  be  found. 

4.  Case  of  David  Landrigan,  an  English  deserter,  June  15, 
1854,  whose  extradition  the  French  Government  refused  on 
the  ground  of  desertion  not  being  one  of  the  crimes  mentioned 
in  the  Treaty,  June  30,  1854. 

5.  Case  of  Charles  Ilealy,  whose  extradition  is  requested 
March  8,  1857,  he  being  accused  of  fraudulent  bankruptcy. 
The  French  Government  consent  to  give  him  up,  Maixih  24, 
1857,  but  the  original  request  is  withdrawn,  owing  to  the  fact 
of  Healy's  compounding  with  his  creditors,  April  24,  1857. 

6.  Case  of  Thomas  Glass,  whose  extradition  is  requested, 
February  28,  1857,  and  granted  March  30,  1857. 

7.  Case  of  Michael  Clarke,  whose  extradition  is  asked  for, 
June  22,  1859.  The  French  Government  reply  that  search 
will  be  made  for  him  with  a  view  to  the  above  result,  but  a 
final  despatch,  dated  August  22,  1859,  states  that  no  trace  of 
him  can  be  found. 

8.  Case  of  Baron  de  Yidil,  whose  extradition  is  requested, 
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July  10,  18G1,  and  refused,  July  11,  1861,  because  be  is  a 
Frencb  subject. 

9.  Case  of  Francis  James  Leab,  whose  extradition  is  re- 
quested, Septeinber  12, 1865,  but  refused,  September  14,  I860, 
because  theft,  the  crime  of  which  the  above  was  accused,  does 
not  come  within  the  scope  of  the  Treaty. 


THE  LAMIRANDE  EXTRADITION  CASE  (CANADA). 

A  complete  account  of  this  will  be  found  in  the  following 
judgment  delivered  by  Mr.  Justice  Drummond : — "  On  the  26tli 
July  last  (1866)  a  document  under  the  signature  of  his  Excel*- 
lency  the  Governor-General,  purporting  to  be  a  warrant  for 
the  extradition  of  the  petitioner,  issued  under  the  authority 
vested  in  his  Excellency  by  the  provisions  of  6  &  7  Vict., 
intituled  '  An  Act  to  give  effect  to  a  Convention  between  Her 
Majesty  and  the  King  of  the  French  for  the  apprehension  ol 
certain  offenders,'  setting  forth  that  the  said  petitioner  st'Ood 
accused  of  the  crime  of  *  forgery  by  having,  in  his  capacity  of 
cashier  of  Uie  Bank  of  France  at  Poitiers,  made  false  entries 
in  the  books  of  the  said  bank,  and  thereby  defrauded  the  said 
bank  of  the  sum  -of  seven  hundred  thousand  francs ; '  that  a 
requisition  had  been  made  to  his  Excellency  by  the  Consul- 
General  of  France  in  the  province  of  British  North  America 
to  issue  his  warrant  for  the  arrest  of  the  said  prisoner,  and 
requiring  all  the  justices  of  the  peace  and  other  magistrates 
and  officers  of  justice  within  their  several  jurisdictions  to  aid 
in  apprehending  the  petitioner  and  committing  him  to  jail. 
Under  this  document  the  prisoner  was  arrested,  and  after 
examination  before  William  H.  Brehaut,  Esq.,  police-magis- 
trate and  justice  of  the  peace,  was  fully  committed  to  the 
common  jail  of  this  district  on  the  22nd  day  of  the  current 
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ttoiith  of  August.  On  the  following  day,  between  the  hours 
of  eleven  and  twelve  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  notice  was  gived 
in  due  form  by  the  prisoner's  counsel  ta  the  counsel  charged 
with  the  criminal  prosecutions  in  this  district,  that  he  (the 
counsel  for  the  prisoner)  would  present  a  petition  to  any  ond 
of  the 'judges  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  who  might  be 
present  in  chambers  at  one  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  of  the  foU 
lowing  day  {the  24th),  praying  for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  and 
the  discharge  of  the  prisoner.  At  the  time  appointed  this 
petition  was  submitted  to  me.  Mr.  J.  Doutre  appeared  for 
the  petitioner, '  Mr.  T.  K.  Eamsay  for  the  Crown,  and  Mr* 
PominviUe  for  the  private  prosecutor.  A  preliminary  objection, 
raised  -  on  the  ground  of  insufficient  notice,  was  over-ruled. 
Mr.  Doutre  then  set  forth  his  client's  case  in  a  manner  so 
lucid  that  I  soon  convinced  myself,  after  perusing  the  statute 
cited  in  the  warrant  of  extradition,  that  the  warrant  itself,  the 
pretended  warrant  of  arrest  alleged  to  have  been  issued  in 
France — arrH  de  renvoi — and  all  the  proceedings  taken  with  a 
view  to  obtain  the  extradition  of  the  petitioner,  were  un- 
authorised by  the  above  cited  statute,  illegal,  null  and  void, 
and  that  the  petitioner  was  therefore  entitled  to  his  discharge 
from  imprisomecft.  But  as  Mr.  Pominville,  whom  I  supposed 
to  be  acting  as  counsel  for  the  Bank  of  France,  wished  to  be 
heard,  I  adjourned  the  discussion  of  the  case  until  the  follow- 
ing ttoming.  ;  I  would  have  issued  the  writ  before  adjourning 
had  the  counsel  for^the  ^prisoner  insisted  upon  it.  But  that 
gentleman  w%s  no  doubt  lulled  into  a  sense  of  false  security  by 
ihe  indignation  displayed  by  the  counsel  for  the  Crown  when 
Mr.  Doutre  signified  to-  mer  his  apprehension  that  a  coup  de 
inain  Was  in  contetnglatioii'  to  carry  off  the  petitioner  before 
his  case  had  been  decided.  ^  Gn  the  following  morning,  Satur- 
day, the  25th  of  this  month,  I  ordered  the  issuing  of  a  writ  of 
habeas  corpus  ta  bring  the  petitioner  before  me  with  a  view  to 
his  iumectiat^^  ^i^Boha^^^  .  My  determination  to  discharge  him 
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was  founded   upon  the  reasons  following: — 1.  Because  it  is 
provided  by  the  1st  section  of  the  Act  of  the  British  Parlia- 
ment to  give  effect  to  a  Convention  between  Her  Majesty  and 
the   King  of  the   French    for  the   apprehension    of  certain 
offenders  (6  &  7  Vict.  c.  75),  that  every  requisition  to  deliver 
up  to  justice  any  fugitive  accused  of  any  of  the  crimes  enume- 
rated in  the  said  Act  shall  be  made  by  an  ambassador  of  the 
Government  of  France  or  by  an  accredited  diplomatic  agent  ; 
whereas  the  requisition  made  to  deliver  up  the  petitioner  to 
justice  has   been  made   by  Abel  Frederic  Gautier,   Consul- 
General  of  France  in  the  provinces  of  British  North  America, 
w^ho  is  neither  an  ambassador  of  the  Grovernment  of  France 
nor  an  accredited  diplomatic  agent  of  that  Government,  accord- 
ing to  his  own  avowal  upon  oath.     2.  Because,  by  the  3rd 
section  of  the  said  statute  it  is  provided  that  no  justice  of  the 
peace,  or  any  other  person,  shall  issue  his  warrant  for  any  such 
supposed  offender  until  it  shall  have  been  proved  to  him  upon 
oath  or  affidavit  that  the  person  applying  for  such  warrant  Ls 
the  bearer  of  a  warrant  of  arrest  or  other  equivalent  judicial 
document,   issued   by  a  judge   or  competent    magistrate  in 
France,  authenticated  in  such  manner  as  would  justify  the 
arrest  of   the  supposed   offender  in   France  upon  the  same 
charge,  or  unless  it  shall  appear  to  him  that  the  act  charged 
against  the   supposed   offender  is   clearly  set  forth   in  such 
warrant  of  arrest  or  other  judicial  document;   whereas  the 
justice   of  the   peace  who    issued    his  warrant  against  the 
petitioner  issued  the  same  without   having  any  such  proof 
before  him,  the  only  document  produced  before  him,  as  well 
as  before  me,  in  lieu   of  such  warrant  of  arrest  or  other 
equivalent  judicial  documents,  being  a  paper  writing  alleged 
to  be  a  translation  into  English  of  a  French  document  made 
by  some  unknown  or  unauthorized  person  in  the  office  of  the 
counsel  for  the   prosecutor  at  New  York,  and  bearing  no 
authenticity  whatever.     3.  Because,  supposing  the  said  docu- 
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ment|  purporting  to  be  a  translation  of  an  acte  (Taectisation  or 
indictment,  aocompanied  by  a  pretended  warrant  for  arrest, 
and  designated  as  an  arret  de  renvoi,  to  be  authentic,  it  does 
not  contain  the  designation  of  any  crime  comprised  in  the 
number  of  the  various  crimes  for  or  by  reason  of  the  alleged 
commission  of  which  any  fugitive  can  be  extradited  under  the 
said  statute.  4.  Because  by  the  1st  section  of  the  said  Act  it 
is  provided  that  no  justice  of  the  peace  shall  commit  any 
person  accused  of  any  of  the  crimes  mentioned  in  the  said  Act 
(to  wit,  murder,  attempt  to  commit  murder,  forgery,  and 
fraudulent  bankruptcy)  unless  upon  such  evidence  as  accord- 
ing to  the  laws  of  that  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  in 
which  the  supposed  offander  shall  be  found  would  justify  the 
apprehension  and  committal  for  trial  of  the  person  so  accused, 
if  the  crime  of  which  he  shall  be  accused  had  been  there  com- 
mitted ;  whereas  the  evidence  produced  against  the  petitioner 
upon  the  accusation  of  forgery  brought  against  him  before  the 
committing  magistrate  would  not  have  justified  him  in  appre- 
hending or  committing  the  petitioner  for  the  crime  of  forgery 
had  the  acts  charged  against  him  been  committed  in  that  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  where  the  petitioner  was  found — 
to  wit,  in  Lower  Canada.  5.  Because  the  said  warrant  for  the 
extradition  of  the  petitioner,  as  well  as  the  warrant  for  his 
apprehension,  does  not  charge  him  with  the  commission  of  any 
one  of  the  crimes  for  which  a  warrant  of  extradition  can  be 
issued  under  the  said  statute ;  inasmuch  as  in  both  of  the  said 
warrants  the  alleged  offence  b  charged  against  the  petitioner 
as  '  forgery  by  having  in  the  capacity  of  cashier  of  the  branch 
of  the  Bank  of  France  at  Poitiers  made  false  entries  in  the 
books  of  the  bank,  and  thereby  defrauded  the  said  bank  of  the 
sum  of  seven  hundred  thousand  francs.'  Whereas  the  said 
offence  as  thus  designated  does  not  constitute  the  crime  of 
forgery  according  to  the  laws  of  England  and  Lower  Canada, 

for,  to  use  the  words  of  Judge  Blackburn  when  he  pronounced 
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judgment  concurrently  with  Chief  Justice  Cockhum  and  Judge 
Shee,  in  a  cajse  analogous  to  this  {Ex  parte  Charles  Windsor, 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  May  1865,  13  W.  R.,  655), '  Yargery 
is  the  false  making  of  an  instrument  purporting  to  be  that 
which  it  is  not ;  it  is  not  the  making  of  an  instrument  pur- 
porting to  be  that  which  it  is;  it  is  not  the  making  of  an 
instrument  which  purports  to  be  what  it  ideally  is,  but  which 
contains  false  statements.     Telling  a  lie  does  not  become  a 
forgery  because  it  is  reduced  to  writing.'    The  gaoler's  return 
to  this  writ  of  habeas  carpus  was  that  he  had  delivered  oyer 
the  prisoner  to  Edme  Justin  Melin,  Inspecteur  Principal  de 
Police  de  Paris,  on  the  night  of  the  24th  instant,  at  twelve 
o'clock,  by  virtue  of  an  order  signed  by  M.  H.  Sanborn, 
Deputy-Sheriff,  grounded  upon  an  instrument  signed  by  his 
Excellency   the   Governor  -  General.     It    appears    that    the 
petitioner  thus  delivered  up  to  this  French  policeman  is 
now  on   his  way  to  France,  although  his  extradition  was 
illegally  demanded,  and  although  he  was  accused  of  no  crime 
under  which  he  could  have  been  legally  extradited;   and 
although,  as  I  am  credibly  informed,   his  Excellency  the 
Governor-General  had  promised,  as  he  was  bound  in  honour 
and  justice,  to  grant  him  an  opportunity  of  having  his  case 
decided  by  the  first  tribunal  of  the  land  before  ordering  his 
extradition.     It  is  evident  that  his  Excellency  has  been  taken 
by  surprise,  for  the  document  signed  by  him  is  a  false  record, 
purporting  to  have  been  signed  on  the  23rd  instant  at  Ottawa, 
while  his  Excellency  was  at  Quebec,  and  falsely  certified  to 
have  been  recorded  at  Ottawa  before  it  had  been  signed  by  the 
Governor-General.     In  so  far  as  the  petitioner  is  concerned,  I 
have  no  further  order  to  make,  for  he  who  was  to  have  been 
brought  before  me  is  now  probably  on  the  high  seas,  swept 
away  by  one  of  the  most  audacious  and  hitherto  successful 
attempts  to  frustrate  the  ends  of  justice  which  has  yet  been 
heard  of  in  Canada.    The  only  action  I  can  take,  in  so  far  as 
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he  is  concerned,  is  to  order  that  a  copy  of  this  judgment  be 
transmitted  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  the  Governor- 
General,  for  the  adoption  of  such  measures  as  his  Excellency 
may  be  advised  to  take  to  maintain  that  respect  which  is  due 
to  the  courts  of  Canada  and  to  the  laws  of  England.  As  to 
the  public  officers  who  have  been  connected  with  this  matter, 
if  any  proceedings  are  to  be  adopted  against  them  they  will  be 
informed  thereof  on  Monday  the  24th  day  of  September  next, 
in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  holding  criminal  jurisdiction, 
to  which  day  I  adjourn  this  case  for  further  consideration." 
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''  With  regard  to  political  offences  there  is  no  great  difficulty. 
It  should  be  provided,  that  no  surrender  should  be  granted 
except  on  the  declaration  of  the  minister  of  the  foreign  power 
that  the  fugitive  is  wanted  for  trial  for  the  offence  charged  in 
the  depositions  used  against  him  and  no  other.  If  treaties 
are  made,  there  are  abundant  models  for  a  clause  which  would 
protect  political  offenders  from  rendition.  The  clause  lately 
proposed  in  the  House  of  Commons  was  probably  hastily 
drawn  up,  and  was  obviously  faulty.     It  provided : — 

'' '  Nothing  in  this  Act,  or  in  any  previous  Acts  relating  to 
Treaties  of  Extradition,  shall  be  construed  to  authorise  the 
extradition  of  any  i)erson  in  whose  case  there  shall  be  reason- 
able grounds  for  believing  that  his  offence,  if  any,  had  for  its 
motive  or  purpose  the  promotion  or  prevention  of  any  political 
object;  nor  to  authorise  the  extradition  of  any  person  the 
requisition  for  the  deUvery  of  whom  shall  not  contain  an 
undertaking  on  the  part  of  the  sovereign  or  government 
making  such  requisition  that  such  person  shall  not  be  pro- 
ceeded against,  or  punished  on  account  of,  any  offence  which 
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he  shall  have  committed  before  he  shall  be  delivered  up  other 
than  the  offence  specified  in  the  requisition.' 

"This  assumed  that  a  political  crime  could  be  correctly 
defined  as  a  crime  committed  from  political  motives.  As  was 
pointed  out  in  the  debate,  the  murder  of  President  Lincob, 
and  the  shooting  of  a  policeman  in  Ireland  by  Fenian  assasmas, 
were  both  crimes  committed  for  political  reasons ;  but  no  one 
would  pretend  that  they  were  any  the  less  murders;  and 
murders,  the  perpetrators  of  which  it  would  be  a  disgrace  to 
any  nation  to  harbour.  If  Booth  had  escaped  to  England, 
there  would  have  been  little  debate  as  to  the  propriety  of 
giving  him  up  to  be  tried  for  murder. 

"  The  killing  of  a  man  in  civil  war,  the  seizure  of  property 
by  the  leaders  of  an  armed  rebellion,  are  examples  of  true 
political  crimes.  So  far  as  rules  upon  the  subject  can  be  laid 
down,  the  provision  of  the  Convention  of  1852,  and  the  clauses 
inserted  in  treaties  made  by  France  with  other  foreign  nations, 
afford  good  models  for  imitation.  But  the  line  is  a  narrow 
one,  and  it  would  be  well  to  leave  to  the  Secretary  of  State  a 
discretion  which  he  would  exercise  in  responsibility  to  Parlia- 
ment. The  existence  of  slavery  in  some  coimtries  causes 
another  difficulty  which  might  be  got  over  either  by  a  pro- 
vision similar  to  that  in  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  Mexico,  which  stipulated  that  no  slave  should  be  sur- 
rendered, or  which  would  be  far  better,  by  limiting  the 
rendition  of  slaves  to  cases  of  the  most  atrocious  crimes.^'— 
Extract  front  concluding  chapter  of  First  Edition, 

The  following  are  the  clauses  upon  this  subject  inserted  in 
some  of  the  French  treaties : — 

"  II  est  express^ment  stipule  que  le  pr^venu  ou  le  condamn^ 
dont  Textradition  aura  ^t4  accordde  ne  pourra  6tre,  dans  aucun 
cas,  poursuivi  ou  puni  pour  aucun  crime  ou  delit  politique 
ant^rieur  k  Textradition. 
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"  Ne  sera  pas  r^put^  crime  politique  ni  fait  connexe  a  un 
semblable  crime,  I'attentat  centre  la  personne  du  chef  d'un 
gouvemement  stranger,  ou  centre  celle  d'un  des  membres  de 
sa  famille,  lorsque  cet  attentat  constituera  le  fait,  soit  de 
meurtre,  soit  d'assassinat,  soit  d'empoisonnement." — Artide  8 
ofCcnvention  between  France  and  Saxe-Weimar^  August  7, 1858. 

"  9.  §  1.  II  est  express^ment  stipule  que  le  pr^venu  ou  le 
condamne  dont  Textradition  aura  et^  accord^,  ne  pourra,  dans 
aucun  cas,  etre  poursuivi  ou  puni  pour  un  d^lit  politique 
anterieur  a  I'extradition,  ni  pour  un  des  crimes  ou  d^lits  non 
pr^vus  par  la  pr^sente  Convention. 

"  §  2.  Mais  il  est  entendu  que  les  crimes  centre  la  personne 
du  souverain,  ou  des  membres  de  sa  famille,  et  respectivement 
des  cardinaux  de  la  Sainte  Eglise,  ne  sent  point  compris  dans 
le  §  1  du  prdsent  Article.'* — Convention  between  France  and 
the  Pontifical  States,  July  19,  1859. 

''Ses  tentatives  d'assassinat,  d'homicide,  ou  d'empoisonne* 
ment  centre  le  chef  d'un  gouvemement  stranger  ne  seront  pas 
r^put^s  crimes  politiques  pour  Teffet  de  Textradition.  Ne 
seront  pas  non  plus  consid^res  comme  crimes  politiques  ceux 
enumert^s  dans  cet  Article,  lorsqu'ils  seront  commis  centre 
rh^ritier  imm^diat  de  la  couronne  de  France." — Convention 
between  France  and  Chili,  April  11,  1860. 

'*  II  est  bien  entendu  que  ne  sera  pas  r^put^  delit  politique, 
ni  fait  connexe  k  un  semblable  d^lit,  Fattentat  centre  la 
personne  d'un  souverain  Stranger  ou  centre  celle  des  membres 
de  sa  famille,  lorsque  cet  attentat  constituera  le  fait,  soit 
d'assassinat,  soit  d'empoisonnement,  soit  de  meurtre." — Addi- 
tional Convention  between  France  and  tlie  Low  Countries, 
August  2,  18G0. 

"  I  see  a  notice  has  been  given  that  when  the  Bill  goes  into 
committee  a  clause  will  be  proposed^  the  purpose  of  which  is 
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to  exclude  all  offences  which  are  considered  to  be  of  a  political 
character.  I  do  not  say  that  on  principle  I  should  have  any 
objection  to  that,  provided  you  define  what  is  to  be  treated  as 
a  political  offence.  I  take  it  that,  in  a  rough  and  popular 
way,  it  would  not  be  difficult  to  do  that.  For  instance,  if  a 
man  were  killed  in  a  riot,  or  in  an  attempt  to  excite  a  tumult 
or  popular  insurrection,  that  probably  would  be  regarded  as  a 
political  offence.  But  a  difficulty  would  arise  where  you  have 
to  deal  with  attempts  at  assassination. 

"  It  does  seem  to  me  that,  while  on  the  one  hand  we  desire 
to  retain  inviolate  the  right  of  exemption  from  arrest  for 
political  offences,  it  is  monstrous  to  say,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  if  any  private  person  is  assassinated  in  the  streets  of 
Paris  for  example,  and  the  murderer  escapes  to  England,  he 
may  be  punished;  but  that  if  the  person  so  assassinated  k 
invested  with  any  political  character,  then  the  offence  becomes 
a  political  offence,  and  the  law  of  England  declares  that  he 
shall  not  be  given  up  to  justice.  This  position  appears  to  me 
to  be  utterly  untenable.  There  is,  I  apprehend,  a  discretionaiy 
power  given  to  the  Secretary  of  State  as  to  the  application  of 
the  Act,  and  all  I  can  say  on  this  point  is,  that  if  any 
honourable  gentleman  can  succeed  in  establishing  a  distinction 
between  the  case  of  a  purely  political  offence  and  an  offence 
against  morality,  I  shall  be  willing  to  consider  the  proposal  to 
insert  a  clause  to  meet  such  a  case." — Speech  of  Lard  Stanley 
in  the  House  of  ComnumSy  August  8, 1866. 

On  the  same  occasion  Mr.  J.  S.  Mill  suggested  that  the 
political  offences  excluded  from  the  operation  of  the  law 
should  be  defined  as,  "  Any  offence  committed  in  the  course 
of  or  furthering  of  civil  war,  insurrection,  or  political  com- 
motions." 
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Not  included  in  American  treaties,  53«  ». 


INDEX.  CClxV 

PUGrnVE  OEIMINAL. 
Meaning  of,  173, 175. 

FUGITIVE  OrFBNDBBS  ACT,  176,  App.  ccxxiii. 

GEBMANY. 

Treaty  with  Great  Britain  (1872),  App.  ci. 
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HAYTL 

Treaty  with  United  States  (1861),  70. 
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INDEX.  cclxvii 

HOLLAND. 

Gives  np  Begioides  to  England,  20. 
Treaty  with  England  (1662),  20. 
Befases  to  give  np  Burnet,  21. 
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Extradition  in,  177. 

ITALY. 

Treaty  with  Great  Britain  (1873),  and  Declaration  (1873), 
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Law  as  to  forgery,  146. 
Prisoner  may  give  evidence,  213. 
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Treaty  with  United  States  (1861),  70. 

VIRGINIA 
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•  STEVBJfS  ^  HAYNES^  If  ELL    YAMD,    TEMPLE  BAR. 

Third  Edition^  in  8vq,  price  six.,  doth, 

THE    LAWS  OF  INSURANCE: 

;9irt,  life,  A^i>nit,  anti  CBfitatantre. 

BMB0DYIR6 

CASES   IN    THE    ENGLISH^    SCOTCH.    IRISH,    AMERICAN,    AND 

CANADIAN    COURTS. 

6y   JAMES    BIGGS    PORTER, 

or  ms  INNBlt  TKMflLB,  UkBSIVrftl'AT-LAW. 
ASSISTED  BY 

W.  FEILDEN  CRAIES,  M.A.,  aKd  THOMAS  S.    LITTLE, 

.or  THK  INNm  TKMPLB,  BAERirrtKS-liT-LAW. 

'*  W«  find  littl*  changt  in  the  scope  of  the  hcAle,  bat  che  cuw  decided  since  1887.  sooic  of  them  an 
of  considerable  importance,  together  with  the  new  Statute  Law  relating  to  the  sulneot.  baiM  aU  beca 
properly  placed,  and  make  the  third  edition  as  valuable  as  its  predecessor.  We  do  not  heshatc  to 
recommend  this  book  to  the  continued  faTomrable  attention  of  the  Legtl  proressio&."~Z.«tv  yeummL 

**  Thu  work,  which  in  the  present  edition  has  been  brought  down  to  the  latest  d«le,  was  originaliy 
published  by  Mr.  Porter  in  18^4,  with  the  view  of  supplying  a  concise  treatise  on  the  Laws  of  Iik 
surances  witnin  the  compass  of  a  moderate  sized  volumei  and  we  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  Imw 
ekcelleotly  the  author  has  attained  that  object,  while  overlooking  or  omitting  nothing  of  niporcBace. 
The  book  is  one  of  great  value.** — Iritk  Ltrto  Times. 

**  The  issue  of  a  third  edition  calls  for  little  more  than  a  record  of  the  fact,  for  the  previous  editiofft 
of  the  book  established  its  reputation  as  a  lucid  and  exhaustive  examination  of  the  subject  demit  with. 
It  is  still,  so  fisrlis  we  know,  the  only  book  which  embraces  the  whole  Law  of  Insurance  (excesrtiBg 
marine)  and  the  present  editnn  is  as  dear  and  concise  as  vnx,**''-'MtmclusUr  GnarditM.^ 

"  The  third  edition  of  Porter's  most  excellent  and  concise .  treatise  on  the  laws  relating  to  Insnraace 
is  now  before  us,  and  those  with  any  knowledge  of,  or  experience  in,  insurance  afRsiirs  of  mny  class  or 
description^  will  know  that,  with  the  naa»e  of  the  author  quoted,  the  contents,  will  be  at  once  inclusive, 

clear,  oonase  and  reliable Should  certainly  be  on  the  shelves  of  every  insurance  oiSce. 

and  in  theponSesslon  of  every  broker,  as  well  as  a  necessary  addition  to  a  lawyer's  library." — Liverf^td 
y&mmal  ef  Ctmmert^. 

la  Royal  i2mo,  price  20f.,  cloth, 

QUARTER    SESSIONS   PRACTICE, 

A    VADE   MECUM  OF  GENERAL  PRACTICE  JIT  APPELLATE   AND 

CIVIL  CASES  AT  QUARTER  SESSIONS. 

by  FREDERICK  JAMES  SMITH, 

OF  THS  MIODLB  TBIS^LS,   BAnOSTBR'AT-LAW,  AND  RSCORDXR  OF  MABGATB. 

Thiird  EdUion.     In  one  ^ume,  8vo,  price  2ix.,  doth, 

A  COMPENDIUM  OF  THE   LAW  RELATING  TO 

EXECUTORS  AND  ADMINISTRATORS,  w,th  «n  App«,db  <» 

Statutes,  Annotated  by  means  of  References  to  the  Text.     By  W.   Grkgort 

Walkkr,  B.A.,  Barrister-at-Law,   and  Edgar  J.    Elgood,  B.C.Lw,   M.A., 

Barrister-at-Law.     Third  Edition  by  E.  J.  ELGOOb,  B.C.L.,  M.  A. 

*'We  highly  apnrove  of  Mr.  Walker's  arrange* 
meot.  ....  The  Notes  are  fulL  and  as  far  as  we 
have  been  able  to  ascertain,  carenillyand  accurately 
compiled We  can  ooaunend  it  as  bearing 


00  jts  face  evidence  of  s|cilf\il  and  careful  labour, 
and  we  anticipate  that  it  will  be  found  a  very 
aoo«»table  snbsdtote  for  the  ponderous  tomes 
of  tne  much  esteemed  and  valued  WilHams." — 
Lmt»  Timei. 


*'  Mr.  Walker  is  fortunate  in  his  choice  of  a  sub- 
ject,  and  the  power  of  treating  it  succinctly  ;  far 
the  ponderous  tomes  of  Williams^  however  saiisfiic> 
tory  as  an  authority^  are  necessarily  inoonveniest 

for  reference  as  well  as  exjwnsive On  the 

whole  ive  Are  inclined  to  diink  the  book  a  good  and 
ueeful  one.*' — Lam  70mmU,- 


In  8vo,  price  7j.  6^/.,  dotb, 

THE  LAW  AS  TO  THE  APPOINTMENT  OF  NEW  TRUSTEES. 

WITH  APPENDICES  CONTAINING  FORMS  AND  PRECEDENT^  AND  MATERIAL 
SECllOMS  OF  THE  TRUSTEE  ACT,  1893.  AND  THE  LUNACY  ACTS,    1890  AND  1891. 

By  J,  M.  EASTON,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 


STEVENS   &*   HAYNES,    BELL    YARD,    TEMPLE   BAR. 


Second  Edition,  in  Svo,  price  9^.,  cloth, 

THE  LAW  OF  MAINTENANCE  AND  DESERTION, 

ABTD  THl  ORDERS  OF  THE  JUSTICES  THEREON.  Second 
B4itian,  inclnding  the  LAW  OF  AFFILIATION  and  BASTARDY.  With 
an  Appendix  of  Statutes  and  Forms,  including  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  (Married 
Women's)  Aa  of,  1895.  By  Temple  Chbvallier  Martin,  Chief  Clerk  of  the 
Lambeth  Police  Court,  Editor  of  the  ''Magisterial  and  Police  Guide,"  &c.,  and 
George  Temple  Martin,  M.A.,  of  Lincoln^s  Inn,  Barrister-at-Law. 

Third  Edition.    Crown  8vo,  pfice  6>f.  6^.,  cloth, 

THE  LAW  OF  ARBITRATION   AND  AWARDS ; 

With  Appendix  containing  the  STATUTES  RELATING  TO  ARBITRA- 
TION, and  a  collection  of  Forms  and  Index.  Third  Edition.  By  Joshua 
Slater,  of  Gray's  Inn,  Barrister-at-Law. 


Second  Edition.    Crown  8vo,  price  6«.,  doth. 

THE  PRINCIPLES  OF  MERCANTILE  LAW.    By 

Joshua  Slater,  of  Gray's  Inn,   Barrister-at-Law. 

In  8vo,  price  I2f.,  cloth, 

THE   LAW  AND   PRACTICE   OF  DISCOVERY  m 

the  SUPREME  COURT  of  JUSTICE.  With  an  Appendix  op  Forms, 
Orders,  &c.»  and  an  Addenda  giving  the  Alterations  under  the 
New  Rules  of  Practice.  By  Clakknce  J.  Peilb,  of  the  Inner  Temple, 
Barrister-at-Law. 

In  one  volume,  8vo»  price  181.,  doth, 
THE   LAW   AND    PRACTICE  RELATING   TO 

PETITIONS    IN   CHANCERY   AND    LUNACY, 

Including  THE  SETTLED  ESTATES  ACT,  LANDS  CLAUSES  ACT, 
TRUSTEE  ACT,  WINDING-UP  PETITIONS,  PETITIONS  RELATING 
TO  SOLICITORS,  INFANTS,  Etc.,  Etc.  With  an  Appendix  of  Forms 
and    Precedents.     By  Sydney  E.  Williams,  Barrister-at-Law. 

Second  Edition,  in  8vo,  price  281.,  cloth, 

A  SELECTION  OF  PRECEDENTS  OF  PLEADING 

UNDER  THE  JUDICATURE  ACTS  IN  THE  COMMON  LAW  DIVISIONS, 

With  Notes  explanatory  of  the  different  Causes  of  Action  and  Grounds  of  Defence  ;  and 

an  Intfodactory  Treatise  on  the  Present  Rules  and  Principles  of  Pleading  as 

illustrated  by  the  various  Decisions  down  to  the  Present  Time. 

By  J,  CUNNINGHAM  and  M.  W.  MATTINSON. 

SECOND  EDITION. 

By  MILES   WALKER  MATTINSON,  of  Gray's  Inn,  Barrister-at-Law,  and 

STUART  CUNNINGHAM  MACASKIE,  of  Gray's  Inn,  Barrister-at-Law. 

Rxvxaws. 

"Th«  DOtetare  very  pertinent  and  saiiafaccoiy:  the  introductory  chaptenou  the  present  system  of  pleadiQft 
MC  ejcoelleat,  and  the  precedents  will  be  found  very  useful."— /fwA  Law  TtKU*.  ...... 

"A  work  which,  in  the  ooo^mss  of  a  single  portable  volume,  conuins  a  brief  Treatise  on  die  Prapaples 
and  RnlM  of  Pleading,  and  a  carefully  annotated  body  of  Forms  which  have  te  a  great  extent  gone  throoffh 
the  entirely  MiMnte  sming  ptooesaea  of  Chambers  Court,  and  Judges'  Chambers,  caimoc  fail  to  bo  a  most 
Bssfol  compamon  in  the  Practitioner's  daily  routine."— Z>^»«v  MagaMitu  and  Xevitw, 


8  STEVENS   6*    H4YNSS,    BELL    YARD^    TEMPLE   BASc. 


Second  Edition,  in  two  volumes,  royal  8vo,  price  70tf.,  doth. 

NEGLIGENCE  IN  LAW 


» 


Being  the  Second  Edition  of  "Principles  of  the  Law  of  Negligence, 

Re-arranged  and  KE-\vRirrEN. 

By    THOMAS    BEVEN, 

or  TWK  INNEM  •TMMI'I.B,   tARRISTBK-A-r-VAW  ;    AJUTHOK^  OT  "  TUB  ).AW  or  KMPIOVKKS'  LIABU^TV 

pop  THB  n»<;li(;en'CE  of  servants  causing  injury  to  fellow  servakts.'* 


REVIEWS, 


*'  These  volumes,  says  Mr.  Beven  in  the  preface,  maybe  regarded  OKatecond  edititMi  of  his  *  I^ncspics 
of  the  Law  of  Negligence,*  in  so  fkr  as  the  subjects  treated  of  in  both  books  arc  the  same  ;  and  the 
materials  collected  in  the  one  have  boen  ua«4  withoMt  reserve  in  th«  other.  ^  As  to  aci7th«i|r  beyoad  thin* 
he  continues,  the  present  is  a  new  vfork.  The  aivangemeitt  is  altogeltier  diftrelit  from  that  ptetiously 
adopted.  Nearly  a  half  of  the  contents  of  these  volumes  is  absolutely  new,  and  of  the  reciamder  there 
is  very  little  which  has  not  been  maiarially  modifted,  if  not  in  substance,  yet  in  expresnon. 


4f  " 


Upon  its  first  appearance,  the  '  Principles  of  the  Law  of  Negligence*  was  at  once  recognised  as  a 
work  of  the  highest  importance,  and  the  ability  and  industry  which  Mr.  Beven  had  brought  to  bear  upon 
his  task  laid  the  profession  under  no  ordinary  oUigation.  I'he  service  which  he  then  rendered  has  beca 
greatly  increai»ed  by  the  production  of  this  second  '•dU ion,  and  the  baok  deserves  a  place  in  the  fin* 
rank  among  authoritatiw  expontions  of  the  law. 

I' The  chief  characteristic  of  Mr.  Beven's  method  is  thoroughness.    He  is  not  bioiself  in  a  hurry,  and 
il  is  certitinly  useless  for  his  readers  to  be  so.    The  law  is  to  be  found  in  his  pages,  and,  when  fooiMl^  it  is 
dearly  enunciated ;  but  it  is  always  deduced  from  a  full  and  drwrimiaating  oxaminatioa  of  muiiitndnMHis 
cases — £nBlish  and  American — and  readers  must  be  content  to  survey,  leisurely  and  catttsooaly,  with  Mr. 
Heven,  the  whole  f^eld  ofjiulicial  exposition,  and  to  follow  his  own  careful  and  elaborate  criticism,  if  they 
would  gain  the  full  benefit  of  the  results  at  which  he  arrives.     The  book  is  not  meant  to  be  takca  ap 
fur  a  hasty  reference,  and  of^en  the  lawyer  may  find  it  more  convenient  to  resort  to  a  treatise  move  concise.     \ 
On  the  other  hand,  it  will  be  an  invaluable  companion  in  the  consideration  of  any  matter  which  requires    ' 
lesearch,  and  the  style  and  arrangement  are  such  that,  whether  the  book  is  nsed  for  purposes  of  businesi  or    i 
of  general  study,  it  oannot  fail  to  prove  deeply  inierestingk  •  •  • 

"^The  above  account  is  hut  a  .sketch  of  Mr,  B^ycn'.<i  sreit  n'ork.  It  is  iTipossibJe  within  the  pseaenl  ' 
KmiCs  to  glv«;«n  adequate  idea  of  the  variety  ci  topics  which  are  inaluded,  of  the  leaxsiing  and  patience  witb 
wiiich  they  are  discussed.  Negligence  *xay  amy  be  an  aspect  of  the  law ;  but  the  treaUnent  here  I 
accorded  to  it  throws  into  prominence  a  host  of  questions  of  the  utmost  importance,  both  practically  and  i 
t^orelicaH)'.  By  liis  contribution  to  the  due  nndtrstanding  of  ^ese  Mr.  Beven  has  placed  the  ptt>fes-  I 
sion  ivider  :« lasting  obligation,  an  obligation  which  no  reader  of  hi^  work  will  fail  to  reaiiae."— «S'«iiKS<^ry' 
youf-naL 


'*  The  book  upon  which  this  u  founded,  and  which  is  in  a  measure  a  former  edition  of  the  _ 
volumes,  has  made  Mr.  Heven  an  authority  on  the  subject  (4*  the  law  of  negligence.  He  has,  in  wriaiag 
ftuese  volumes,  made  full  u.«e  of  his  former  labours ;  but  he  claims  that  in  reality  the  present  work  is  a 
new  one,  and  his  claim  is  justified.  .  .  .  Just  occasionally  a  wetl^written  and  ably*conceived  law 
book  is  publlslikcl,  and  such  a  one  is  this  of  Mr.  Beven's.  We  think  that  to  compare  it  with  other  books 
on  the  subject  would  be  impossible  ;  it  stands  eatily  the  best  book  od  the  sitl^ject  I*  clear  exposideB  of 
ktw,  for  good  tJassifiCation  of  snibject-iiiatter,  for  accuracy  of  detail,  aad  for  every  attaagemcnc  to  udli- 
tate  reference  it  cannot  be  beaten.  We  may  congratulate  Mr.  Beven  upon  the  accomplishment  of  hts 
la<borien»'task  ;  he  has  given  to  the  profession  a  valuable  work,  and  one  which  will  enhance  his  rqmtalaoo 
as  a  writer  on  the  Law  of  Negligence."—  LMim  JounuU^  Augu.st  3.  1895. 

' '  He  has  taeated  the  well-known  subject  of  Negligence  in  a  scientific  wa^,  and  has  not  been  content  wtth 
merely  coHcctiug,  m  more  or  less  relevant  positions,  a  numbfrof  cases  which  anyone  ooukj  find  for  himself 
In  any  Digest  ot  Law  Reports,  but  has  enJeavoured  to  reduce  from  the  chaos  of  decided  cases  a  systematic 
study  of  the  subject,  with  clear  enunciations  of  the  princif^es  he  finds  governing  the  various  decisions.  In 
the  arrangement  of  the  book  the  author  has  been  very  happy  in  hh'method,  a  by  no  nfeans  easy  task  in  the 
treatment  of  a  subject  in  which  each  branch  of  it  in  reality  overlaps  another.  ...  A  good  index  and 
clear  type  incveane  the  value  of  a  book  which  will  witlicut  dotfbt  receive  the  hearty  commendation  of  the 
profession  as  a  successful  completion  of  the  author's  am  hi  tiou.s  task.'* — Law  Tinuw, 

^  In  respect  of  the  style  of  treatment  of  the  sulpject,  the  book  must  be  hi|(bly  commended.  It  will  be  of 
service  to  every  lawyer  who  wishes  rather  to  get  an  intelligent  understAadit>g  of  the  Law  of  Neglig«ioe, 
than  merely  to  find  correct  and  reliable  legal  propositions  for  practical  use,  and  that  whether  he  be  a  student 
or  a  practitioner.  To  the  student  the  work  is  valuable  for  the  searching  and  well-sustained  disctissioD  of  the 
cases ;  and  to  the  practitioner  there  are  presented  all  the  ca.ses  that  b^  on  most  points  for  «^ich  he  may 
be  in  search  of  autnority.  One  of  the  chief  merits  of  the  work  is,  that  all  the  available  authority  on  each 
point  is  collected  and  so  arranged  that  it  can  be  easily  found."-  -'y-ttridkal  Rr»iew. 

'  Contains  evidence  of  much  serious  work,  and  ought  to  receive  a  fair  trial  at  the  hands  of  the  |ao(es> 
ion." — La7v  QMarterfy  Rtfin^. 


STEVENS  ^   HAYNES,    BELL    YARQ,    TEMPLE   BAR, 


? 


Seamd  Edition,  in  royal  Svo,  price  3Sf.»  cloth, 

THE  LAW  OF  THE  DOMESTIC  RELATIONS, 

fNCLODINC 

HUSBAND  AND  WIFE:   PARENT  AND  CHILD:    GUARDIAN  AND 
WARD :  INFANTS :  AND  MASTER  AND  SERVANT. 

By  WILLIAM  PINDER  EVERSLEY,   RCL,    M,A,, 

or  TK»  WHMM  TWHriMt  BAXIU8TKR*AT<LAW« 


"  We  are  glad  to  <ee  a  second  edition  of  Mr.  Evensley's  lueful  work.  There  is  a  convenieace  ia  havine 
the  variouji  tolyects  of  which  it  treats  collected  in  one  volum^  white  at  the  same  time  each  »  handled 
whh  tnch  fnlaess  as  to  give  the  reader  all  the  information  he  could  expect  in  a  separate  vv^me.  Mr. 
Kversley  states  the  law  with  the  most  painstaking  thoroughnesii,  and  has  made  an  exhaustive  tmnttv  6( 
all  the  Tvlevant  statutes  and  cases.  .  .  Great  care  has  been  taken  to  make  the  pre^nt  edition  cMBplete 
and  accurate,  and  a  very  full  index  adds  to  its  VLti\kyJ"-^aiuifi0r9'  J^mrtuti. 

"Important  statutes  and  cases  have  come  into  operation  since  the  first  edition,  and  thti  has  induced 
B(r.  Eversley  to  give  the  contracts  of  married  women  Mparate  treatment.  Careful  revision  to  date  now 
makes  this  treatise  comprehensive  and  thoroughly  reliable."— Ztfiv  Tinus. 

*'  This  is  an  important  and  almost  a  leading  treatise  on  domestic  law.  The  former  edition  was  received 
with  merited  favour.  Its  value  has  beoonie  well  known,- and  now,  after  an  interval  of  eleven  years,  the 
learned  author  has-brovght  of  t  a  seaoad  edition."— (Z.4«rtf  ^amrmmi. 

^  *'  It  is  oaly  necessary  to4re&r  to  Mr.  Evecsle/i  learned  ahd  seholarlike  wock  on  *  The  Domestic  Rkla> 
tioQs,'  a  book  which,  though  techaicailjr  belonanng  to  the  fcv bidding  ranks  of  '.Law  Books,*  i*  yet  fall  of 
httman  intarcst.  and  written,  moreover,  in  the  Englbh  language." — Edinburgh  Reviria, 

T^ ■ \ 

Second  Edition,  in  one  voltime,  royal  8vo>  price  yis,^  cloth, 
THE   LAW  RELATING*  TO   THE 

SALE  OF  GOODS  AND  COMMERCIAL  AGENCY. 

SECOATD    EDITION^ 

By  ROBERT  CANfPBELL,  M.A., 

or  UMCoui'a  Ijim,  tAajriatsa'^T-LAW ;  aovocatb  of  ths  sco-rcfi  aaa, 

AUTHOa  OW  THa  "  I.AW  09  NBCLIGBNCB,"  BTC. 


*'An  accurate,  careful,  and  exhaustive  handbook  on  the  subiect  with  which  it  deals.    The  excellent 
index  deserves  a  special  word  of  commendation.** — Ltno  Quarttrfy  Riviint. 


II' 


'  We  can,  therefore,  repeat  what  we  said  when  reviewing  the  first  edition— that  the  book  is  a  oontribu* 
tioQ  of  value  to  the  subject  treated  of,  and  that  the  writer  deals  with  his  subject  carefully  and  fully.**— 
L«tmy0umaL 


* 

Second  Edition,  in  one  volume,  8vo»  price  2Sr.»  cloth, 

A   TREATISE    ON 

THE    CONSTRUCTION    AND    EFFECT    OF 

STATUTE    LAW. 

with  appendices  containing  words  and  expressions  used  in  statutes 

which  have  been  judicially  or  statutably  construed,  and 

the  popular  and  short  titles  of  certain  statutes. 

By   henry    HARDCASTLE,    Barrister-at-Law. 

SECOND   EDITION,  REVISED   AND   ENLAR<sED,wi  W.  F.  CKAJES, 

BAKRISTBK-AT-LAW. 


"The  result  of  Mr,  Cmies'  industxy  is  a  sound  and  good  piece  of  work,  the  nevr  light  throws 
on  the  subject  since  1879  having  been  blended  with  the  old  in  a  thoroughly  worknanlike 
nnimer.  Thotigh  less  a  student's  manual  than  a  practitioner's  text  book,  it  is  the  sort  of 
fohiroe  an  inteuigent  perusal  of  which  would  educate  a  student  beUer  than  the  reading  of 
much  substantial  Law. " — Saturday  Reznew. 


10-         S7'EVENS   4*   HAYNES,    BELL    YARD,    TEMPLE   BAE, 


FoHcth  Editioi),  in  Svo.  price  3Qr.,  doth,    . 

HANSOWS  DEATH  DUT4ES ;  WngiM  fw*  EdiSop.  <# 

Ui«  Acts  rckting  to  Eaftate  Duty  VinanoJ;  Fr4liate,  Legacy;  and*  Suooeasiom 
Duties.  Comprising  the  36  Geo.  III.  c  5»;  45  Geo.  III.  c  38 ;  55  Geo.  III. 
c.  i?4;  and  16  &  I7  Vipt.  c.  51  ;  the  Custom^  and  Inland  Revenue  Acts, 
43  Vict.  c.  14;  »nd  44  Vict.  CM;  also  the  New  Estate  ©oty  Finance  Acts» 
57  &  58  Viet.  c.  30,  And  59  &  60  Vict,  c  £8 ;  with  an  Introductloo, 
Copious  Note^,  and  References  to  all  th?  decided  ,Cases  in  Enri^d,  Scot- 
land/and  Ireland.  An  Appendix  and  a  f«M  Index.  By  AfcFRKD  Hansok,  <rf^ 
the  Middle  Temple,  Esq.,  Banister^t-Law,  Comptroller  of  Legacy  and  Suc- 
cession Duties.  Fourth  Edition  by  Lswis  T.  DIBDIN,  M.A.,  D.C.L.,  and 
f,  H.  L.  Errington,  M.A.,  Barristers^at-Law. 

"  It  is  xwiMrkable  how  Kweiy  a  icaliy  good  Icgiftl 
vn»om  Ifiad*  iavow  «^h  the  Frofocsioo.  Th«  late 
llir.  HansQo'ft  tditioa  of  the  Acts  rcUiitiig  to  "  £«• 
tftte.  Probate.  Legacy  and  Swcciwifln  AiutMC,"  is 


ODA  of  these The  passing  of  the  Finanqe 

Acts  of  1894  and  1896  has  caused  the  introduction 
of  new  matter.  We  recoRnise  a  decided  improve- 
ment in  the  work,  which  we  think  will  enhance  its 


reputation  with  the  Profecsion,  and  all 
19  a  sonewhai  diiicuU  sahiea.''-*^««'  Tl   ^ 
•  "  Of  all  the  vaiioiKi  tceatUcs  on  the  ifMecf 
w^oh  sho  scccat  AcU  hava  given  bisth,  the  < 


under  review  strikes  us  as  the  fullest  ^nd  best,  «ad 
we  heartily  recommend  it  to  all  seeking  instnictian 
on  these  difficult  statutes."— /m*  I^atu  Timu, 


In  one  Volume^  royal  8vo,  price  50f.  ntl^ 

THE   LAW  AND  PRACTICE   IN   LUNACY:  with 

the  Lunacy  Acts,  1890^1  (Consolidated  and  Annotated) ;  the  Rules  ot  Lunacy 
Commissioners ;  the  Idiots  Act,  t886 ;  the  Vacating  of  Seats  Act,  1886 ;  the 
Rules  in  Lunacy  ;  the  Lancashire  County  (Asylums  and  other  powers)  Act,  1891  ; 
the  Inebriates  Act,  1S79  and  1888  (Consolidated  and  AnnoUted) ;  the  Criminal 
Lunacy  Acts,  1800-^884 ;  and  a  Collectiop  of  Forms,  Precedents,  &c  By  A. 
Wood  Renton,  Barrister-at-Law. 

'      ^  ■    I  -      —     >  — w   ■ — ■■ —     ■      ^    ■  ^ —  ^  ■ ,  .      i.^  ■■    ^.p     »     ■ — —    — — ■—    -  — '     J    ■  ■  ■■       ■■ — — — —  -  -  -  -  r" 

lo  8?0k  price  301.,  cloth, 

THE  PRACTICE  ON  THE  GROWN  SIDE 

Of  the  Qfltto's  fiencb  Difision  of  H«r  Majesty's  fiigb  Cout  «f  Jistlce 

(Founded  on  Corner's  Crown  Officr  Practice),  including 
Appbals  from  Inferior  Courts;   with  Appendices  of  Rules  and  Forms. 

By  F.  IL  short,  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Crown  Office,  and 

FRANCIS   HAMILTON   MELLOR,  M.A.,  Barristcrat-Uw. 

In  8vo,  price  I2x.,  cloth, 

THE  CROWN  OFFICE  RULES  AND  FORMS,  1886. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  Ttidicature  Acts  and  Rules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  1883,  relating  to 
the  Practice  on  the  Crown  ^de  of  the  Queen^s  Bench  Diviaon  ;  including  Appeals 
from  Inferior  Courts,  Tables  of  Court  Fees,  Scales  of  Costs  ;  together  with  Notes» 
Cases,  and  &  FjiU  Iddex.     %  F.  H.  |^ORT»  Chief  qierk  ofthe  Crown  Office. 

In  royal  ^vq,  1S77,  prioe  lOi,^  doth, 

THE  CASE  OF  LORD  HENRY  SEYMOUR'S  WILL 

(WALLACE  V.  THJE  ATTORNEY^ENERAL). 

Reported  iiy  FREDERICK  WAYMOUTH  GIBBS,  C.B.,  fiamsfeer.at-Law, 

LATK   FELLOW  OF  TRINITY  COLLPCa.    CAMBRipCJi. 


In  8vo,  1867,  price  i6j.,  cloth, 

CHARITABLE  TRUSTS  ACTS,  1853,  f 855, 1860; 

THE    CHARITY    COMMISSIONERS'    JURISDICTION    ACT.    1862; 
THE    ROMAN    CATHOLIC    CHARITIES    ACTS: 

Together  with  a  Collection  of  Statutes  relating  to  or  affecting  Chanties,  including  the 
Mortmain  Acts,  Notes  of  Cases  from  1853  to  the  present  time.  Forms  of  PecJfk- 
rations  of  Trust,  Conditions  of  Sale,  and  Conveyance  of  Charity  JLai^  ^Bjt  a 
very  copious  Index.     Second  Edition. 
By  HUGH   COOKE  and  R.  G.  HARWOOD,  of  the  Charity  CommissioD. 


srSVEAS  *•  HAVNES,   ££LL   YAltD^   TSMPLE  BA^i.  11 

Jittt  fublbhodi  I>«my  8«o»  i S^.pp*    Prior  %*^  6d, 

THE   LAW  RELATING 

TO 

UNCONSCIONABLE   BARGAINS 

WITH 

INCLUDING  the  Hu^ovf  of  Usuiy  to  the  Repeal  pf  x\yt  Uvuv  Laws,  with  Apofi^dicet, 
and  containing  a  Digest  of  Cases,  Annotatra ;  relating  t6  Uncohsoonable  Bktgains, 
Sututes,  and  Forms  for  the  use  of  Piaedtioiiera.  €y  Htt^R  H*  ]«.  Bbllot,  M.A., 
B^C.L.,  and  R.  James  Willis,  Barzistexs-at-Law. 


INNER    TEMPLE    RECORDS.     A  Calendar  of  the. 

Edited  bv  F.  A.  Indbrwick,  Q.C.     Vol.  I.,  21  HeiL  VIL  {1$^^^^$ 
(1603).    Imperial  8va    Roxborghe  binding.     1896.    20Mr.  net. 


In  one  Volume,  8vo,  price  20f.,  cloth, 

THK 

PRINCIPLES  OF  COMMERCIAL  LAW; 

WITH  AN  APPENDIX  OF  STATUTES,  ANNOTATED  BV  MjBlANS  OF 

REFERENCES  TO  THE  TEXT. 

Bv  JOSEPH    HURST  and  LORD    ROBERT    CECIL, 

or  THB  INKBB  f^MrLB,  SARRBTKIV-AT-LiVW. 

"Their  comMD^iinn,  we  believ^  .»^  )^  fovn^  f  ^^^  osefiil  voittme,  ^meJbr  thttJawyer  and  the 
busineu  num  to  le«pat  nis  elbowr  vA  which,  if  n4t  gilriag  them  jf  1  that  th<^^lP«qu|re,  «bU  place  in  their 


hands  the  key  to  the  ridier  and  ta^re  elalotate  iteisuree  of  the  Lamrlpwich  lie  iit  lafgtr  ^d  more  eaeham- 
tive  works.**— Z.tf«v  Timts, 

"The  oUect  of  the  aothoiH  of  iMswofft,  they  t«ll  at  ia  tbe^  |>ieQ|ce,  |s  t^  s^u*,  withlB  a  vioderate 
compass,  iKe  Drinci^i^  of  commercial  Uw.  V«ry  couider^le  faias  hm  ofvioial/  been  expendtd  on  the 
task,  and  the  book  is  in  many  respects  a  very  serviceable  one.  "^Lmu  ^mitmi. 


.  ■    ■    »    r 


Second  Edition,  in  royal  8vo,  price  251:,  cloth, 

THE 

RELATIONSHIP  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT, 

Bv    EDGAR    FOA, 

or    THE    IHItKR    TBMPI.K,    BAamSTBR-AT-LAlV. 


"  Will  be  foand  of  much  value  to  prRclitionera^  and  when  a  sec(»d  edition  has  ^iven  the  author  the 
opportunity  of  reconadering  and  caitfaUy  »evisin|k  his  stseesteats  ia  detiy^  we  think  it  will  take  its  place 
as  a  very  good  treatise  on  the  modem  law  of  lanoTord  and  tenant." — Sotictt^r^  y^urmm/, 

"  Mr.  Foa  is  a  bold  man  to  nndertake  the  exposition  of  a  brandi  of  law  to  full  of  dtflficultics  and  encum- 
bered by  so  many  decisions  as  the  Law  of  Landlord  and  Tenant.  But  hb  boldness  Is  justified  by  the 
«aoelkm  anran^ement  and  by  the  lucid  statenpents  which  characterise  his  book.'*—l,awQtuu'UrfyJt4in€w. 

'*  Mr.  Foa'a  is  a  oompact  work,  treating  (i)  of  the  creation  of  the  relationship ;  (a)  the  idddeou  of 
oaaatioo  (diilwn)  and  determination  of  the  reUtiooshtp ;  (1)  modes  and  incidents  of  determiiation.  We 
fwmiiaiiid  it  to  thie  attention  of  (be  Profession  and  predict  umt  Foa  on  Landlord  and  Tenant  a  very  usefiil 
and  very  pmmantnt  ftttuie."-~Z4iw  Timts. 

"  We  have  nothing  but  praise  for  the  work,  and  we  shall  be  astonished  if  it  does  not  lake  rank  {h 
ooone  of  dme  afl  one  of  che  Wst-^-if  not  the  best— work  for  every>day  practice  on  the  subject  of  Landlord 
and  TeBaot."->iUNv  /^0U». 

"Without  making  any  invidious  comparison  with  existing  works  on  the  subject,  we  may  frankly  s^ 
that  Mr.  Foa's  work  indispuublv  possesses  merit.  .  .  .  Our  verdia  on  tYie  book  mu.it  be  a  deddedQr 
fcwowmbia  one.**— £<!■  SttuUmt/  J^umttL 


';  ^Tbe  Rdatioi^up  of  Laadlofdfpd  Tenant,'  wrtttenjiy  Mr.  Edgar  Foa,^Barrister-at-Law,  aScvd)  a 


I  of  accuracy  and  lucidity  of  statemeoL    The  volume  should  be  found  useful  not  onlv  by 

ktwyeta  Imi  by  bindlords  and  tenants  tbsmselves,  the  law  in  each  narticular  bemg  stated  with  a  simplicity 
and  deamen  which  bring  it  within  the  viifp  of  the  lay  mind.*'— Z^nv  Gojuiti, 


C  t 


Second  Edition.     In  royal  8vo,  price  30f.,  cIoUi, 
^      A  TREATISE    ON   THE 

.     LAW  AN;D  PRACTICE 

'   *  '         '  HELATINd  ^O  *  '       * 

LETTERS  PATENT  FOR  INVENTIONS. 


WITH  AN 


APPENDIX   OF   STATUTES,    INTERNATIONAL   CONVENTION, 
RULES,   FORMS   AND   PRECEDENTS,   ORDERS,   &e. 

By  ROBERT  FROST,  B,Sc.   (Lond.), 

rBLXX>W  OF  THB,  CHBMICAL  80CIBTV  ;  OP  LINCOLN'S  INN,  SSQUIKB,   BARRISTBX-AT-LAW. 

''In  our  view  •  sood  piece  of  work  may  •create  a  deolaad.  and  without  ditpangiae  exiatinff  litci«iti4e 
Mpon  th9  sabject  of  paMBis,  we  think  the  can  and  skMl  witk  whidi  the  volune  by  Mr.  Froet  has  beoi 
oominled  entitles  it  to  Mcognition^at  the  hands  of  the  profeaaion.  .  .  .  Judgiog  Mr.  Frost  on  tiik 
ground,  we  find  him  completely  satisfactory.  A  careful  examination  of  the  entire  volume  satisfies  us  that 
great  care  and  much  labour  have  been  devoted  to  the  production  of  this  treatise,  and  we  think  that  patent 
agents,  lolicitorB,  the  bar  and  the  bench,  may  confidently  turn  <or  guidance  and  instmction  to  the  pages 
otMr.  Frost."— Z«w  Timtes.  ., 

"  Few  practice  books  contain  so  much  in  so  reaaonahle  a  space,  and  we  repeat  that  it  wiU  be  foond 
gcoerally  useful  bypractitioners in  this  important  bmnch  of  the  law.  ...  A  capital  index  coachides 
Om  book."— i^mv  JoumaL 

*  TVe  book  is,  as  it  professes  to  be,  a  tmlise  OH  patent  law  mod  practire.  the'  stfvera!  topics  beiaf  oob- 
vet^ently  arranged  slid  discussed  in  the  thirteen  chapters  which  fotin  the  body  of  the  work,  to  wfaidi 
are  appended  statutes,  rules,  and  forms.  The  statements  of  the  taw,  so  far  as  we  have  been  able  to  tcit 
them,  appear  to  be  clear  aod  accurate,  and  the  author's  style  is  pleasant  and  good.  .  .  The  book  is 
a  good  one,  and  will  raiike  its  way.  The  index  is  better  than  usual  Both  paper  and  type  u«  also 
e3tcellent.''-->S'tfA'(rfVtfrr'  y^mmal^ 

Second  Edilioo.     In  two  volumes,  royal  8vO|  price  5Qr.,  doth, 

A    PRACTICAL    TREATISE    ON    THE 

LAW  OF  BUILDING  AND 
ENGINEERING    CONTRACTS, 

And  of  thr  DUTIES  and  LIABILITIES  of  ENGINEERS,  ARCHITECTS, 

SURVEYORS    AND  VALUERS, 

WITH    AN    APPENDIX    OF    PRECEDENTS, 

AKHOTATED   BY   MEAI9S  OF  HBFtBENCB  TO  THB  TEXT  AND  TO  CONTRACTS 

IN  USE. 

ANl.^    AN    APPENDIX    OF    UNREPORTED    CASES 

ON   BUILDING   AND  ENGINEERING    CONTRACTS, 

By   ALFRED    A.    HUDSON, 

OP     TUB    INNBK    TBMPU^     EA  KRISTER- A.T>LAW. 


This  b  a  book  of  ^reat  ebboration  and  completeness.  It  apoears  from  the  pveCsoe  that  the  author  has 
the  twofold  qualification  of  technical  knowledge  of  building,  gained  as  an  architect,  and  devotioQ  to  tba 
legal  aspects  of  building,  engineering,  and  shipbuilding  contracts  Mnce  he  beamie  a  nieiuba  of  the  bar. 


....  The  list  of  cases  cited  covers  fifty  large  inges,  vrA  they  include,  not  merely  EngKih,  but 

and  Colonial  decisions The  book  as  a  whole  represents  a  hu-ge  amount  of  well*direcled  tabour,  and 

it  ought  to  become  the  standard  work  on  its  %xAi\txA**'—S»Hciiort*  JammmL 

**  A  very  ftill  index  completes  the  book.  Mr.  Hudson  has  strudc  out  a  new  line  for  himaeif,  and  pro- 
duced a  work  of  considerable  merit,  and  one  which  will  probably  be  found  indinensable  by  pniotitkmers, 
inasmuch  as  it  contains  a  great  deal  that  b  not  to  be  found  elsewhere.  The  Table  of  Cases  refers  to  all 
the  reports."— Z.rtw  y&umaL 

"  Mr.  Hudson,  having  abandoned  hb  profession  of  an  architect  to  become  a  barrister,  hit  upon  th«  idau 
of  writing  thb  work,  and  he  has  done  it  with  a  thorouehoess  which  eveiy  houseowno*  woolo  like  to  see 

bestowed  upon  modem  houses llie  Index  and  Table  of  Cases  reveal  a  vast  ameuift  of  induatiy 

expended  upon  detail,  and  we  shall  be  much  surprised  if  Mr.  Hvdson  doe^  not  reap  the  xowaid  of  life 
labours  by  obtaining  a  large  and  appredativ^ public **—Z4te/  Timet. 


ST^i^BNS  6*  B4YN£S,    BMLL  .  YARf}.    TEMPIiE  B^,  18 

Third  Edition.     In  8vo,  price  lOf.  6d,^  clotb» 

OUTLINES  OF  THE  LAW  OF  TORTS. 

By    RICHARD    AlNGWOOD,    M.A., 

or  THk  MIDDLE  TKMPLB,   BARRISTBR-AT-LAW  ;  AUTHOR  OW  **  PRINCIFLBS  OF   BAMKRUPTCT,"  ftC., 
*«•  WCCTURKR  CM  CQMMOU  LAW  TO  THS  iHCt^ttVUm^mp  L^W..^I«TV. 

.  "  Ve  hAvo always  |ad  a  grant  likiitg  for  tbis  work,  and  are  ^H  plc^dU  10  se|  Mr  tlM,a|peA»nd^  «r 
A  new  Edition  that  itli  appreciated  Vy  itadents.  We  coimdcr  that  for  tAc  ordiftary^u<teat  who  «mnla 
to  take  up  a  separate  work  on  Tom^  tbis  is  the  best  book  he  can  read,  for  it  is  clear  and  explanatory;  and 
has  good  illustrative  case«,  and  it  u  all  contained  in  a  very  modest  com^tass.  .  ..  .  This  Emtioa 
appears  to  hRvebeen  thoroiighly  Beinsed,  and  Is^  we  think,  la  ni%ny  rospccts  tmpnv^'^'^Lmmfihtdtmti^ 


"  The  work  is  one  we  well  recommend  to  law  students,  and  the  able  way  in  which  it  is  written  reflects 
radi  cndh  upon  the  author."— Z«w  Timet. 
"Mr.  RingwQod'A  book  ie  a  plain  and  stnughtforward  iotfodii^tioo  lo  this  bmch of  tlie  btw."— J 


«  • 


«*  PnacrOtd  as  a  Uxt-bock  by  ikg  Itictrparmttd  Law  SmUty  ^trtUuU, 


Sixth  Edition,  in  8vo,  price  2ij.,  cloth, 

THE  LAW  OF  COMPENSATION  FOR  LANDS,  HOUSES,  &c. 

UNDER  THE   LANDS  CLAUSES   CONSOLIDATION   ACTS,   THE   RAILWAYS 
CLAUSES  CONSOLIDATION  ACTS.  THE  PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACT,  1875 ; 
THE   HOUSING   OF   THE  WORKING   CLASSES   ACT,    1890; 
THE  METROPOLIS  LOCAt  UANAOtMENT  ACT        ,    ; 

MID   OTMBR    ACTS, 

WITH  A  FULL  COLLECTION  OF  FORMS  ANP  PRECEDENTS. 
By    eyre     LLOYD, 

M*  YHK  INMBB  YMIITI  g,  BAniBTBR^AY^LAIt. 

SIXTH    EDJTION. 
By  W.  J.  BROOKS, 

OF  TMB  INNBR  TBMPLS,   BARRISTBK-AT*LAW. 


'*  /m  prmfidbn  ike  legal  fr^euioH  vtiik  a  Seek  wAicA  eemtmint  ike  deeUiemt  e/  tke  Cemris  ^  Lam  amd 
Rmmiy  upem  the  variemt  eiahttee  rtlatimf  te  tke  Lam  ef  Cem/emtatiem,  Mr,  Eyre  Lleyd  kae  £m|#  tince 
itft  OM  eem^titen  m  tke  dittoMce,  amdkit  beek  taay  new  be  cemtidered  tke  itamdard  werk  t^em  tke  tmb- 
/epL  Tkeplem^Mr,I^fde^beekUtemfraifyk^imH^amdU*imci^|^U»0^fre€Ulied;  ikepruemtgmU 
fkgih  #//  tke  frimiees  ^fke  frecedmg  editiekM^  amd  ceuUtHtin  adJ^Am  U  wtker  maUefa  $emM^  t/d 
lfjiraeemidertkeAr^mmeaMdLabeu*m9Aa,^7S,*^^*Mi^''»t^^f^akffCeUetmki^ 
a  nenel feahete,  extremely  mteful  te  legal ^raetitieMers,**~~}v%Tica.  or  thb  Pbacb. 

In  8vo,  price  7/.,  cloth, 

THE  SUCCESSION  LAWS  OF  CHRISTIAN  COUNTRIES, 

WITH  SPECIAL  REFERENCE  TO  THE  LAW  OF  PRIMOGENITURE 

AS  IT  EXISTS  IN  ENGLAND. 

By    eyre    LLOYD,    B.A.,    Barrister-at-Law. 


In  erown  ,8vok  price  ^.,  d^th^ 


I .    I 


r. 


ESSAYS  IN  iURISPRDDENGE  AND  LEGAL  MTORT. 

By  JOHN  W.  SALMOND.  M.A,,  LL.B.  (Lowa), 

A  BARRISTBR  OF  THB  SUPRRMB  COURT  OF  NBW  ZBALAND. 


In  crown  Svo.  price  ts^  cloth. 

THE  FIRST  PRINGIPI£S  OF  JURISPRUDENCE. 

By  JOHN  W.  SALMOND,  M.A.,  LL.B,, 

BARRlSTER-AToLAW  ;   AUTHOR  OF  "bSSAYK  IN  /URISPRUDBNCS  AND  LEGAL  HISTORV.** 


14  STMVEm  ^  I/AW^SS,    SMIL    YARD,    TEMFLE  BJtE, 


•In  Svo,  j>rioe  7f.  ^»  cloth, 

THE    LAW    OF 

NEGOTIABLE    SECURITIES 

CONTAINED  IN  A   COURSE  OF  SIX  LECTURES. 
Delitkred  by  WILLIAM   WILLIS,  Esq.,  Q.C, 

AT  THX  REQUEST  OF 

THE    COUNCIL    OF    LEGAL    EDUCATION. 


In  ooQ  laige  vol.,  8vq,  price  jOif.,  clotb, 

INSTITUTES  AND  HISTORY  OP  ROMAN  PRIYATE  U¥, 

WITH    CATENA    OF   TBXTS. 

By  De.  carl  SALKOWSKJ^  Prafetm  oi  Laws,  Kouigsbei^. 
Translated  and  Edited  by  E.  B.  WWlTPiVLn,  M.A.  (Oxon.). 


1^^^^*      ^^i—^**  — 


Id  8vo,  price  41.  6d,^  cloth, 
THE 


N&fSPAM  lififiL  AND  REGISTRATION  AfiT,  18K 

WITH   A  STATEMENT   OF   THE    LAW    OF    LIBEL  AS  AFFECTING^' 
PKOPRX^TORSv.  PlIJ5LISHERS»ANi)  EJOJTQRS  OF  NEWSPAPERS. 

By^  Q.   ELWOTT,  Parristcr-al-Law,  of  the  Inner  Temple. 


t     •  I 


.  J^one  volainei  n)9^  8vp, 

CASES  AND  OPIN'MS  m  6mTlT0TI0NAL  LAf, 

ANO'  VARDCXUa  POINTC    OP  ENOLISIK  JXIBISPillDCNCCL 

COLLECTED  AND   DIGESTED  FROM    OFFIClAli   DOCUMENTS 

AND    OTHER    SOURCES 

firiTff    A'OTES, 
fly  WIWA^  TX)R9Va;p,  MA^.^P-*  W?-n 

STANDING  COUN8BL  TO  THB  SRCRETARY  OP  STATB  IN  COUNCIL  OF  INDIA, 

Autljor  ol  **'Hortensili«,*'  «•  History  of  Trial  by  Jury,*  *•  Life  of  Cicero,"  etc., 

late  Fellow  of  Trinity  College,  Cambridge. 


STSVBNS  ^   HAYNJSS,   SEJ^    YAHD,    TEMPLE   BAR. 


\% 


SeVestfr  Bdifi6B»  itf  8vo,  price  lor.  6^.,  cloth, 

THE  PRIBCIPLE8  OF  BANKRIIPTCV. 

WITH    AN    APP'Er^mx, 

CONTAIKINU 

THE  CGfNSOUDAtlEO  RULES  OF  1886,  1890  &  1891,  SCALE  OF 

COSTS,  AND  THE  BILLS  OF  SALE  ACTS,  1878,  1882,  1890  & 

1891.  AND  THE  RULES  THEJtEUNOER;  THE  DEEDS  OF 

ARftAN€EMENT  ACT,  1887,  AND  THE  RULES  (HEREUNDER. 

By    RICHARD    RINGWOOO,   M.A.. 

OP  TIM  MtOOLS  TSMPVB»  BARKISm^AToLAW ;  LATB  tCHOLAR  OF  TRINITY  COLLBCB    DUBLIM 


"  We  welcome  a  new  edition  of  this  excellent  student's  book.  We  have  written  favourably  of  It  in 
ravSewing  pitirious  editions,  and  arery  fcood  wocd  we  have  writreo  w«  fpould  now  r^Msate  andpttrhapa 
even  more  aa  .  •'  .  In  conclusion,  we  congratuhrte  Mr.  Ringwood  on  this  edition,  and  havt  no 
he^ation  in  saying  thai  it  is  a  capital  student'*  \wM"^Lm»  ShtMnttf  JtrntmU. 

*^  This  edition  is  a  considerable  improvement  on  the  first,  ft/td  although  chidfy  written  for  the  use  of 
Students*  the  work  will  be  fouhd  nsetul  to  the  praaitioner."— Z.atv  Times, 


Seremh  Edition,  in  8vo,  price  2U.,  cloth, 
A    TREATISE     UPON 


THE   LAW  OF  BANKRUPTCY 


AND 

BILLS     OF     SALE. 

•  •  ... 

WITH    AN    APPENDIX 

CONTAINING 

THE  BANKRUPTCY   ACTS,   18S3— 1890;    GENERAL    RULES, 

FORMS,  SCALE  OF  COSTS  AND   FEES  ; 

RULES  UNJOERS.  \%0i  or  i«68;  DEEiJ|SOF  ARRANGEMENT  ACTS, 

,887—1890;  ftULES  AND  FORM'S  ;  BOARD  OF  TRADE  AND 

COURT  ORDERS;  DEBTORS  ACTS,  186ft  187^;  RULES  and  FORMS; 

BILLS  OF  SALE  ACTS,  1 878-- 1891,  Etc.,  Etc. 

By    EDWARD    T.    BALDWIN.   M.A., 

dF  TRC  INXSR  TMtPLB,   BARRISTBM*AT-t.AWk 


**  The  seven  editions  simply  record  the  constant  progress  of  case  growth  and  statute  law.  It  is  a 
remarkably  useful  compeodium."— i^«w  Timt*,  f aly  ftO;  180$. 

"  As  a  well-arTanged  and  complete  collection  of  case  law  thu  book  should  be  found  of  great  use."~Z«w 
y0umalt  July  ao,  1895. 

**  Carefully  brought  down  to  ^ax/tT—SoliciUrt*  Journal,  November  9,  1895. 

*'  W«  hav«  always  coimdef«d  «lie  work  an  admirabl«  oac,  and  the  present  edition  i«  qaiM  u^  tO'Uie 
p<«vk>iis  lufh  standard  of  excellenoe.  We  know  of  no  better  book  on  faankniptcy  for  tlw  praciniowrt 
library.  "—Zmv  SHU4ttts*  J^fmmd,  Aagn»i,  ite^. 

**  FteBlitkMrs  may*  we  f«al  sve,  safely  rely  on  iu  acoaracy.  A  disitna  acquisition  for  refereooa 
purpoaea  ta  the  shelf  of  any  pnKtkuNier."— Z««w  JV>/«$, 
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STEVEI^S   ^    HA  YNES,    BELL    YARD,    TEMPLE  BAR. 


Third  Ecli(ion»  in  one  V4»].ft  price  20f.«  doib, 

A  COMPENDIUM  OF  THE-/  LAW  OF 
■-PROPERTY  IN   LAND. 

FOR    THE    USE    OF  STUDENTS  AND    THE    PROFESSiON. 

THJRP  EDIT/ON  WITH  ADDENDA,  GIVJNG  THE  LAND  TRANSFER 
ACT,  1897,   WITH  REFERENCED  TO  THE  TEXT 

By   WILLIAM    DOUGLAS    EDWARDS,   LL.B., 

or  UNQoa^'^  INK,  aAitBisTiai-AT-i«Aw. 


*\Mr»  Edward!^  tr^lM  vn  the  Iaw  •f  Real  I^pcrty  is  m«rke^  Vy«xoeIleiK7  of 

CODciseuett  of  statemeni We  arc  glad  to  see,  by  the  appcanitce  of 'sticceiMvc  editioiis,  thftt  the 

merits  of  the  book  are  appreciated."— ^^/rW/^rv'yw'^'M''' 

**  So  excellent  is  the  ^mtngemtiit  that  we  kpow  of  no  betfter  conpendilMn  upon,  the  subject  of  «hic^  it 
treats."— /.««»  Times. 

"We  welcome  the  third  edition  of  Mr.  Kdwards*  book.    It  has  by  this  time  Mciured  a  first  place 
among.«t  students*  books  on  Real  Property,  both  by  its  admirable  arrangement  of  topics  artd  hy  the 
clearness  of  its  statements,    'llie  present  edition  incorporates  the  Statutes  and  Cases  for  1896."  — 
I  Camhrutgt  Revittp. 

'*  Aa  established  place  in  legal  literature  is  oc<;upied  by  Mr.  W.  D.  Edwards' '  Compendium  of  the  Law 
•f  Property  in  Land,'  the  third  edition  of  which  has  just  been  published."— 7>fcr  Giaif. 

*'  We  consider  it  one  of  the  be>(t  works  publUbed  00  Real  Property  iAw."— Z,tfti>  ^tMJtnl*  J^mmmL 

"Another  excellent  compendium  which  has  entered  a  second  edition  is  Mr.  Edwards'  'Compendium  of 
the  Law  of  Property  in  Land.'    No  work  on  fc^nglish  law  is  written  more  perspicuously. "—Z.^nv  TYswcs. 

"The  author  has  the  merit, of  being  a  sound  lawyer,  a  merit  perhaps  not  always  possessed  by  the 
authors  of  legal  text 'books  for  students."— JL«nr  Qumritriv  Reviftv. 

"Altogether  it  is  a  work  for  which  we  are  indebted  to  the  author,  and  is  worthy  of  theimprorcd 
notions  of  law  which  the  study  of  juriiprudence  is  hringiog  to  the  front. "-^Stp/rV//#n'  Jpurttml. 


V 


Third  Edition,  royal  Svo,  price  38r.,  cloth, 

THK       .  ... 


VlAW  -of  corporations  'AND  COMPANIES. 

A     TkEATLSE    ON    THE    DOCTRINE    OF 

ULTRA      VIRES: 


UBIMC 


Alt  Investigation  of  the  Principles  which  Limit  the  Capacities,  Powers,  and  Liabilities  of 

CORPORATIONS, 


AND  MORE  KSPBCIAI.l.Y  OF 


JOINT      STOCK      COMPANIES. 

By    SEWARD    BRICE,    M.A.,    LL.D,   LONl>ON, 

•or  THB  INNER  TBMPLtf  ONB  OK   NBR  MA|B8TV*S  OOimSBU 


TKNRD    EDITION. 

REVISED   THROUGHOUT   AND    ENLARGED,  AND   CONTAINING 
UNITED   STATES   AND   COLONIAL  DECISIONS 


THE 


RSVXllWa. 


cr 


.  Oh  the  whole,  %ve  atusidef  Kr,  Bnce's  exhaustive  work  «  vttittahU  e^ifdition  totht  titenUurt^ 
the  /fig/VMiVw."— Satukuav  Kkvikw. 


II 


'Jt  is  the  Law  of  Corporations  that  Mr.  Urice  treats  of  <ao<l  ireau  of  more  fuUy»  aod  at  thtt ._ 

tiow  nore  aciciuiicaUy,  than  any  worlc  with  which  we  tat  aequaintcdX  not  tho  kw  of  ^ncqial  and 
agent ;  and  Mr.  Brice  does  not  do  his  hook  justice  by  giving  it  so  vague  a  title."— Zrfmr  ymttlfML 

"On  this  doctrine,  4hrst  introduced  in  the  Common  Law  Coaru  tn  £eut  AmgHmm  Rmilmmy  Co.  v. 
EeutgTH  CoMHties  Raihimy  Co.^  Brick  on  Ultra  Virks  may  be  read  with  Rflmnis^ii  "  TmiA  iieiwf  «/ 
Lord  Justice  Bramwkll,  in  the  Case  o/Evershedy.  /..  *•  N,  IV.  Ry.  Co.  (L.  R.,  3  Q.  B.  Dir.  14U), 


STEVENS   6-    HAYNES,    BELL    YARD,    TEMPLE   BAR. 
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Seventh  Edition,  in  royal  8vo,  price  361.,  doth, 

BUCKLEY  OH  THE  COMPANIES  ACTS. 

THE   LAW  AND    PRACTICE   UNDfeU  THE   COMPANlfeS  ACTS,  186a  to  1893;   aWd 

THE  LIFE  ASSURANCE   COMPANIES  ACTS,  1876x01873;  including 

THE   COMPANIES  <MEMORANDUM  OF  ASSOCIATION)  ACT; 

THE  COMPANIES  (WINDING-UP)  ACT,  and  the 

DIRECTORS'  LIABILITY  ACT. 

Jl  'Crmtitfc  ait  the  Jato  of  Jfoint  <^tocit  ^omimitfM. 

CONTAINING    THE    STATUTES,    WITH    THE    RULES,    ORDERS^ 

FORMS,    TO    REGULATE    PROCEEDINGS. 

SEVENTH    EDITION    BY    THE  'AUTHOR,^  and 
A,    C    CLAUSON,  Esq.,   Af.A., 


AND 


or  LINCOLN'S  INN,   HARBISTKR-AT-LAW. 


-    Second  Edition,  with  Supplement,  in  royal  8to,  price  46/.,  doth. 
THE    LAW    RELATING    TO 

SHIPMASTERS  AND   SEAMEN. 

THEIR    APPOINTMENT,    DUTIES,    POWERS^    RIGHTS,   LIABIUTIES, 

AND    REMEDIES. 

By  the  LATE  JOSEPH    KAY,    Esq.,   M.A.,   Q.C. 

Second  Edition. 

» 

WITH     A     SUPPLEMENT 

Comprising  THE  MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACT,  1894,  The  Rules  ef 
Court  made  thereunder,  and  the  {proposed)  Regulations  for 

Preventing  Collisions  at  Sea, 

By  the  Hon.  J.  W.  MANSFIELD,  M.A..  and 

G.    W.     DUNCAN,    Esq.,    B.A., 


or  THB  INNKR  TBMPI 


BARIIISTBRS>AT-LAW. 


REVIEWS     OP     THB     SECOND     EDITION: 


"It  will,  however,  be  a  Taloable  book  of  refer* 
«noe  for  anir  lawyer  desiring  to  look  up  a  point 
connected  with  the  rights  iukI  duties  of  a  ship- 
master or  a  seaman—the  list  of  cases  cited  coren 
nearly  seventy  pRflM — while  any  shipmaster,  ship  < 
agent  or  consul  wno  masten  this  cditioa  will  be 
well  posted  up.  ...  .  We  hope  this  new 
Edition    will    be    quickly    appreciated,    for   the 


Editors  have  carried  out  an  arduous  task  carefully 
and  ^m\L"—L0m  ypmnuU,  April,  1894. 


II 


In  loyftl  8vo,  price  ioj.  6d.,  cloth. 


It  has  had  pnuzdcal  and  expert  knowledge 
brought  to  bear  npcm  it.  while  the  case  law  u 
brought  down  to  a  very  late  date.  ConsidenMe 
im|Mrovement  has  been  made  in  the  index." — Lanv 
TtmeSf  April,  1894. 


THE    MERCHANT    SHIPPING    ACT,    1894; 

With  the  Rules  of  Court  made  thereunder.  Being  a  Supplement  to  KAY'S  LAW 
RELATING  TO  SHIPMASTERS  AND  SEAMEN.  To  which  are  added  the 
(proposed)  Regulations  for  Preventing  Collisions  at  Sea.  With  Notes.  By  Hon.  J. 
W.  Manspixi.d,  M.A,  and  G.  W.  Duncan*,  B.A.,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barristers- 
at-Law. 
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STEVENS   *•    HAYNES^    BELL    YARD,  TEMPLE  BAR. 


F«itith  Edition,  in  royal  8vo,  price  40/.,  dotfa, 

THE  JUDGMENTS,  ORDERS,  AND  PRACTICE  OF 

THE  SUPREME  COURT, 

CHIEFLY  in  RESPECT  to  ACTIONS  ASSIGNED  to  the  CHANCERY  DIVISIOM. 

By   LOFTUS  LEIGH  PEMBERTON, 

One  of  the  registrars  of  the  Sapreme  Court  of  Judicature ;  and  Author  of  "  The  Practice 

in  Equity  by  way  of  Revivor  and  Supplement." 


**Thc  wovk  under  notice  onght  to  be  of  considerable  service  to  the  profession. The  fo 

throughout  the  work«'-Middlfy'««  theifiMt  ivfoftam  clement  in  ife— nffMnr  «o  as  lo  lit  aocunte.  and  of 
the  most  approred  type.  Tnu  fact  alone  will  commend  the  new  edition  to  pnictttioaers  in  the  Cnancoy 
Di vision.  There  is  a  useful  table  of  the  Ikm4  Chaoeellon  and  Judges  at  the  beginning  of  the  book,  and  » 
very  fhll  index  condodes  it.** — Lm»  Times. ^ 

In  demy  i2niQ«  price  51., 

THE  STATUTORY  LAW  RELATING  TO  TRUSTEE 

SAVINGS  BANKS  (1863—1891),  together  with  the  Treasury  Ref- 
lations (1888— 1889),  and  the  Scheme  for  the  Appointment  of  the  Inspection 
Committee  of  Trustee  Savings  Banks.  By  UrQUHART  A.  Forbes,  of  Lincoln's 
Inn,  Esq.,  Barrister-at-Law,  Author  of  *'  The  Law  Relating  to  Savings  Banks  "  ; 
the  **  Law  of  Savings  Banks  since  1878*' ;  and  joint  Author  of  *'The  Law 
Relating  to  Water. "  

In  demy  i2mo,  price  dr.,  cloth, 

THE  LAW  OF  8AVIN68  BANKS  SINCE  1878; 

With  a  Digest  of  Decisions  made  by  the  Chief  Registrar  and  Assistant  Registrars  of 
Frimily  Societies  ffom  1878  to  188a,  beuig  a  bapplement  to  the  Law  rekoing  to 
Trustee  and  Post  OfiFice  Savings  Banks. 

By  U.  a.  FORBES,  of  Lincoln's  Inn,  Barrister  at-Law. 
'^^  Thi  compkU  work  tan  he  k^  prk$  lor.  6<^.,  clwih^ 

In  8vo,  price  15^.,  doth, 
THE  LAW  AND  PRACTICE  RELATING  TO 

THE  ADMINISTRATION  Of  DECEASED  PERSONS 

BY  XH&  CHANCERY  DIVISION  OF  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE ; 

WITH  AH  ABSBVSA  giving  the  altaratiena  eiEeotod  by  the  VSW  BULBS  of  18SS, 

And   an    APPENDIX   OF   ORDERS   AND    FORMS,  Annotated   by 

RlFEASNCES   TO  THB  TBXT. 

By  W.  GREGORY  WALKER  and  EDGAR  J.  ELGOOD, 

OF  Lincoln's  inn,  barristkrs-at*law. 

II      '  ■>  *  «  I  ■ » » ■■         ■ «p  ^«— ^  »■  p«  I 

In  8vo,  price  idr., 

THE    LAW    OF    PRINCIPAL    AND    SURETY. 

By   S.   a.    T.    ROWLATT,  M.A., 

LATE  FELLOW  OP  KIVC'S  COLLEGE,  CAMBEItXiE  ;  OF  THE  INNER  TEMPLE,   BAEEISTER-AT-LAW. 

"  He  brings  out  folly  in  all  its  ramifications  the  nature  of  the  law  of  giiaraotee.*'''>-5'«Am£if  iP^VMter. 


In  Foolscftp  8vo,  superfine  paper,  bound  in  Vellum,  price  jr.  dd,  ntt. 
A  iimii€d  numker  of  copies  have  bttn  printed  upon  large  paper,  price  Js,  6d  nei, 

SCINTILLAE    JURIS. 

CHARLES   J.  DARLING,   Q.C.,  M.F.    With  a  FiontUpieoe  and  Colophon  by 
Frank  Lockwood,  Q.C,  M.P.    Fourth  Edition  (Enlaiged). 

** '  Scintilke  Juris'  is  that  litde  bundle  of  harooKxis  essays  on  law  and  cognate  nutter»  wllidi,  sboe  the 
day  of  tu  .lint  appeaianoe,  some  yean  ago,  has  been  the  delight  of  legal  cireles.  .  .  .  It  baa  a  qmlity 
of  style  which  suggests  much  sfudjr  of  Bacon  in  his  lighter  veia.  Its  best  esnya  would  not  be  unworthy  of 
the  Essays,  and  ifread  out,  one  by  one,  before  a  blindfolded  fontimsseur.  mient  often  be  asstsned  to  that 
wonderful  to5c/'—/?«»^iV#w/.  ^ 


STEVENS  d-    WAYNES,    BELL    YARD,  TEMPLE  BAR. 
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In  8yo»  price  \2s.  6^/.,  cloth, 

THE  LAW  SPECIALLY  RELATING  TO 

TRAMWAYS    AND    LIGHT    RAILWAYS: 

AND   CONTAINING 

THE  TRAMWAYS  ACl',  1870.  and  the  BOARD  OF  TRADE  RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

RELATING  TO  TRAMWAYS,  WITH   NOTES;    and  thf  LIGHT  RAILWAYS 

ACT,  1896.  AND  the  BOARD  OF  TRADE  RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

RELATING    TO    LIGHT    RAILWAYS,    WITH    NOTES  ; 

AfTD  A  FULL  COLLECTION  OF  PRECEDENTS, 

By    SEWARD    BRICE,    M.A.,    LL.D.,    London, 

ONE  OK    HER   MAJBSTy's  COUNSEL, 

Author  o/^* A   Treatise  <m  the  Dociritte  of  Ultra  Vires"  6>*c. 


Second  Edition,  in  8to«  price  SS'.*  oloth, 
THE  PRINCIPLES  OF 


THE    LAW  OF  RATING  OF  HEREDITAMENTS 

IN    THE    OCCUPATtON    OF    COMPANIES. 
By    j.    H.    BALFOUR    BROWNE, 

or  the  middui  temple,  q.c., 

And  D.  N.  McNAUGHTON,  of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barrister  at-Law. 

"The  lAble*  and  ■pecimen  valuations  which  are  that  such  a  work  is  much  needed,  and  we  are  sure 

ptintcd  in  an  appendix  to  this  volume  will  be  of  that  all  those  who  are  interested  in,  or  have  to  do 

Eeat  service  to  the  parish  authorities,  and  to  the  with,  public  rating  will  find  it  of  great  service. 

^1  practitioners  who  may  have  to  aeal  with  the  Much  credit  is  therefore  due  to  Mr.  Browne  for  his 

rating  of  t^ose  properties nrhich  are  in  the  occdQMt*  able   treatise -~ a  work  which   his  esrperience  as 

tiooof  Cooipanies,  and  vre  congratulate  Mr.  Browne  Registrar  of  the  Rsulway  Commission  peculiarly 

on  the  proouction  of  a  clear  and  concise  book  of  quafified  him  Co  undertake." — Law  Afagatine, 
the  system  of  Company  Rating.   There  is  no  doubt 

In  8vo,  1875,  price  1$.  6^1,  cloth, 

THE  LAW  OF  USAGES  &  CUSTOMS : 

By    J.    H.    BALFOUR     BROWNE, 

OF  THE  MIDDLE  TEMPLE,   Q.C. 

"  We  look  upon  this  treatise  as  a  valuable  addition  to  works  written  on  the  Science  of  Law."— Cmtaada 
Law  yanrmal. 

"As  a  tract  upon  a  very  troublesome  department  of  Law  it  is  admirable — ^the  principles  laid  down  are 
sound,  the  illustrations  are  well  chosen,  and  the  decisions  and  dicia  are  harmonised  so  far  as  possible  and 
distinguished  when  necessary." — Irish  Law  Times, 

"As  a  book  of  reference  we  know  of- none  to  oooprthemivfe  doiling  with  this  particular  branch  of 

Common  Law In  this  way  the  book  is  invaluable  to  the  practitioner.** — Law  Afag^asine, 

«^^^     »     «i«i«i«..i«.  «ii»a  »     ..»      -  ■»>  » »■      III 

In  one  voluine)  S\o,  t9j$t  price  iSf.,  cloth, 

THE  PRACTICE  BEFORE  THE  RAILWAY  COMMISSIONERS 

UNDER  THE  REGULATION  OF  RAILWAY  ACT&,  1873  &  1874 ; 

With  the  Amended  General  Orders  of  the  Commissioners,  Schedule  of  Forms,  and  Table 
of  Fees:  together  with  tlie  Law  of  Undue  Preference,  the  Law  of  the  Jurisdiction 
of  the  Railway  Commubioners,  Notes  of  their  Decisions  and  Orderv,  Precedents  of 
Forms  of  Applications,  Answers  and  Replies,  and  Appendices  of  Statutes  and  Cases. 

By    J.    H.    BALFOUR    BROWNE, 

OP  THE  MIDDLE  TEMPLE,   Q.C. 

In  8vo,  1876,  price  7/.  M,,  cloth, 

ON  THE  COMPULSORY  PURCHASE  OF  THE  UNDERTAKINGS 

OF  COMPANIES  BY  CORPORATIONS, 

And  the  Prtctke'  in  Relation  to  the  Passage  of  Bills  for  ComptiTsory  Purchase  through 
Parliament     By  J.  H.  B^LFOUit  BftOWifE,  of  the  Middle  Templei  Q.C. 
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STEVENS  ^   BAYNES,    BELL    YARD,    TEMPLE   BAR. 


Second  Edition,  in  crown  Svo,  price  12s,  6d,,  cloth. 

THE    LAW    OF    EVIDENCE. 

By  S.    L.   PHIPSON,  M.A.,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barristar-aMiSW. 

*'  This  is  a  very  compendioas  and  accurate  volume  on  a  subject  which  we  fear  is  doc  ttodied  as  omdh  as 
it  should  be.  'I*he  arrangement  is  excellent,  illustrations  and  examples  being  given  in  panllel  colnmns. 
Its  Miceess  is  thoroughly  justiBed."— /.j««o  Times. 

"  The  work  is  compact  yet  reasonably  full,  and  the  rules  of  law  are  accompanied  by  a  large  number  of 
well<hoaen  illustrations.  The  book  u  somewhat  longer  than  its  predecessor,  the  text  being  amf^ed,  the 
index  enlarged,  and  the  number  of  cases  cited  considerably  bereaved.** — Lam  yoummi. 

"  Thb  second  edition  of  Mr.  Phipson's  work  seems  to  kave  been  brought  down  to  date  with  great  care, 
and  to  have  the  English  and  Irish  cases  carefully  collated.  ....  The  author's  mode  of  ocwtrasttng 
in  parallel  columns  the  decisions  for  or  against  a  particular  question^  or  drawing  nice  distinctkxis,  can 
hardly  be  excelled.  The  author  sqems  40  have  succeeded  in  prodncu^  a  book  baialy  in  size,  easy  of 
reference,  and  replete  with  information.'* — Irish  Lenu  Times. 

In  8vo,  price  y.,  cloth, 

THEORIES  AND  GRITIGISMS  OF  SIR  HENRY  MAINE. 

By  morgan  O.  EVANS,  Barrister-at-J>w. 

Contained  in  his  six  works,  "Ancient  Law/'  '*  Early  Law  and  Customs,"  "Early 
History  of  Institutions,*'  "Village  Communities,"  ''International  Law,"  and 
"Popular  Government,'*  which  works  have  to  be  studied  for  the  various  examina- 
tions. 


In  8vo,  1S72,  price  7x.  6^.,  cloth, 
AN    EPITOME    AND    ANALYSIS    OF 

SAVIGNY'S  TREATISE  ON  OBLIGATIONS  IN  ROMAN  LAW. 

By  ARCHIBALD  BROWN,  M.A. 


<i 


■DIN.   AND  OXON.,   AND  B.C.L.  OXON.     OF 

Mr.  Archibalfl  Brown  deserves  the  thanks 
of  «U  intereated.  in  the  science  of  Ijaw,  whether 
as  a  study  or  a  practice^  for  his  edition  of 
Herr  von  Savigny's  great  work  on  'Obligations. 
Mr.  Brown  has  underuken  a  double  Uuk — the 
translation  of  his  author,  and  the  analysis  of  his 
author's  matter.  That  he  nas  succeeded  in  reducing 
the  bulk  of  the  original  will  be  seen  at  a  glance  ; 


THB  MIDDLB  TBMPU^   BARKISTSa-AT-LAW. 

the  French  translation  consisting  of  two  volume^ 
with  some  five  buodted  paaeS  a^ieov  as  conMLicd 
.  with  Mr.  Brown's  thin  volnme  of  a  hundtea  and 
fifty  pages.  At  the  same  time  the  pith  of  Von 
Savigny's  matter  seems  to  be  very  socoessfuUy  pre- 
served,  nothing  which  might  be  uaeftil  to  the 
Eoglisa  reader  being  apparantly  omitted."— J 
yoMmai, 


THE     ELEMENTS     OF     ROMAN     LAW. 

Third  Edition,  in  crown  8vo,  6; . 
A   CONCISE   DIGEST  OF  THE 

INSTITUTES   OF   GAIUS  AND  JUSTINIAN. 

With  cepioui  Rtferences  arremgtd  in  Pantlkl  Columns^  also  Ckronohgical  tatd 

Anaiytifal  7a6itSj  Lists  of  Laws  ^  ^c,  ^c* 

Primarily  designed  (or  the  Use  of  Students  preparing  for  Examination  at 

Oxford,  Cambridge,  and  the  Inns  of  Court. 

By  SEYMOUR  F.  HARRIS,  B.C.L.,  M.A., 

WORCBSTER  COLLBSB,  OXFORD,   AMD  THS  INMBK  TBMPL.a,  BARRItTBR>AT<a.AW ; 

AUTHOR  OK   "  UNIVBRSITIBS  AND  LBQAL  BDUCATION." 


'*  litis  book  contains  a  summary  in  English  of  the  elements  of  Roman  Law  as  containtd 
in  the  works  of  Gains  and  Justinian^  and  is  so  arranged  that  the  reader  can  at  once  see 
what  are  the  opinions  of  either  of  these  two  writers  on  each  point.  From  the  very  exact 
and  accurate  references  to  titles  and  sections  given  he  can  at  once  refer  to  the  original 
torit/rs.  The  concise  manner  in  which  Mr,  Harris  has  arranged  his  dlgfst  wiU  nndet 
it  most  useful,  not  only  to  the  students  for  whom  it  was  originally  written',  but  also  to  thou 
persons  who,  though  they  have  not  the  time  to  wade  through  the  larger  treatises  of  Postt, 
Sanders^  Ortolan,  and  pthers,  yet  desire  to  obtain  some  knowledge  of  Roman  Law," — 
Oxford  and  Cambridgx  Uhdkrgraduates'  Jourmaju 


IVO/i/CS   FOR   LA  IV  STUDEtTTS. 
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Fifth  Edition,  in  crown  8vo»  price  151.,  cloth, 

EHGEISH  COBSTITOTIONAL  HISTORY: 

FROM    THE    TEUTONIC   INVASION    TO    THE   PRESENT  TIME. 
By  T.  p.   TASWELL-LANGMEAD,   B.C.L., 

or  Lincoln's  inn,  BAKusm-Af-LAW,  PORMUM.V  vinbman  scholak  in  thb  univbksity 

AND  LATB  PKOFBSSOK  OW  CONSTITUTIONAL  LAW   AND   HISTORY, 
UNIVBSSITY  COLUtCB,  LONDON. 

Fifth  Edition,  Revised  throughout,  with  Notes, 
By  Philip  A  Ashworth, 

BAMtlSTKS>AT-LAW  ;    TRANSLATOR  OF  GNBIST'S  "  HISTORY  OP  THR  ENGLISH  CONSTITUTION." 


"  We  heartily  commend  this  valuable  book  to  the  studv  of  all,  whether  Conservative  or  Liberal  in 
politics,  who  desire  lo  take  an  tncelHgent  part  in  public  life.  —/Vltf  Ntw  Sminrdtty. 

" '  Taswdl-Langniead '  has  lone  been  popular  with  candidates  for  examination  in    Constitutional , 
History,  and  the  present  edition  should  reiMler  it  even  mote  so.    It  is  now,  in  our  opinion,  the  ideal 
students*  book  upon  the  subject"— Z>mv  IfoUs. 

"  Mr.  CarmichacI  has  performed  his  allotted  task  with  credit  to  hiotoeU,  and  the  high  standard  of 
excellence  attained  by  Taswell-Laogmead's  treatise  is  worthily  maintained,  lliis,  the  thinl  edition,  will 
be  found  as  useful  as  iu  predecessors  to  the  laree  cUus  of  readers  and  students  who  s^k  in  its  pages 
accurate  knowledge  of  the  history  of  the  constitution.'*— Z>ow  Times. 

"To  the  student  of  constitutional  law  this  work  will  be  invaluable l*he  book  is  remarkable 

for  the  radness  and  vigour  of  its  style.    The  editorial  contributions  of  Mr.  Carmtchael  are  judicious,  and 
add  much  to  the  value  of  the  work.  — Scottish  Law  Rgvigw. 

'*  The  work  will  oontinue  to  hohl  the  fiekl  as  the  best  cbss-book  on  the  subject." — Cwsttmparary  Rtvitw. 

**  llie  book  is  well  known  as  an  admirable  iutroduction  to  the  study  of  constitutional  law  for  sttideauat 
law.  ....  Mr.  CaiBiichael  appears  to  have  done  the  work  of  editing,  made  necessary  by  the  death 
of  Mr.  Taswell'Langmeaul,  with  care  and  judgment.*' — Law  youmal, 

**  The  work  before  us  it  would  be  hardly  possible  to  praise  too  highly.  In  style,  arrangement,  clesuness, 
and  nxe,  it  would  be  difficult  to  find  aoytning  better  on  the  real  history  of  England,  the  history  of  its 
constitutional  growth  as  a  complete  story,  than  this  volume." — Boston  {JU,S^  Literary  World. 

"As  it  now  stands,  we  should  find  it  hard  to  name  a  better  text-book  00  English  Consututioikal 
mgtotyr-^oticitors*  youmal. 

**  Mr.  Tas%rell-Langmead*S  compendium  of  the  rise  and  development  of  the  English  Constitution  has 
evidently  supplied  a  want.  ....  The  present  Eldition  is  greatly  improved.  .  .  .  We  have  no  he«tation  n 
saying  tnat  ft  b  a  thorooghly  good  and  nselbl  wot)c'*—S^tator. 

^*  It  is  a  safe,  careful,  praiseworthy  digest  and  manual  of  all  constitutional  history  and  law.**— ^Mr. 

"  The  volume  on  English  Constitutional  Hbtory,  by  Mr.  TaswelULangmead,  is  exactly  what  such  a 
h&to^ahpnld  be.''>^ta«AMi/. 

"  Mr.  Tkswell-Langmead  has  thoroughly  grasped  the  bearings  of  his  subject.  U  is,  however,  in  denli&X 
with  that  chief  subject  of  constitutional  history — ^parliamenury  government — that  the  work  exhibits  Its 
great  superiority  over  its  rivals. " — Academy. 


Second  Edition,  in  8vo,  price  6;.,  cloth, 

HANDBOOK  TO   THE    INTERMEDIATE  AND 
FINAL  LLB.  OF  LONDON  UNIVERSITY ; 

(PASS    AND     HONOURSX 

Including  A  COMPLETE  SUMMARY  OF  *•  AUSTIN'S  JURISPRUDENCE," 
AND  THE  EXAMINATION  PAPERS  of  LATE  YEARS  in  ALL  BRANCHES. 


;     r  ' 


By  a  B.A,  LL.B.  (Lond.).  ^ 


In  crown  8yo»  price  3x. ;  pr  Interleaved  for  Motes,  price  ^«, 

CONTRACT    LAW. 

QUESTIONS    ON   THE   LAW    OF    CONTRACTS.       With   Notes   to   thb 
Answers.    FtmmUd  in  *'  Anson,''  "  CkUty,"  and  ••  Pollock."* 

By  PHn«iP  Foster  Aldred,  D.C.I^,  Hertford  College  and  Gray's  Inn. 
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WORKS  FOR   LAW  STUDENTS. 


Twelitb  EdiUc^,  in  Syo,  pace  21/.,  clotb* 

THE   PRINCIPLES  OF  EQUITY. 

INTENDED  FOR  THE  USE  OF  STUDENTS  AND  THE  PROFESSION. 

By    EDMUND    H.    1.    SNELL, 

OP  THfC  MI  DDLS  TBMFLJi,   f  AJUUBTTBR-AT'LAW. 

TWELFTH  EDITION. 

By  ARCHIBALD  BROWN,  M.A.  Edin,  &  Oxon.,  &  B.CL.   Oxon., 

OP  THB  MIODLB  TBMPLB,   BARRISTBR-AT-LAW  ;    AUTHOR  OP  "A   NBW  LAW  DICTIONARY/ 
"an  analysis  op  SAVIONV  ON  OBLIGATIONS,"  AND  THB  '*  LAW  OP   PIXTURBS." 

REVIEWS. 

"The  Twelfth  Edition  of  this  work  will  be  welcomed.  .  .  .  The  book  is  now  a  standard  worie  on  tbe 
*  Principles  of  Rquity/  and  we  suppose  that  very  few  aspiranu  lor  the  Bar  and  the  Rolk  present  tbem> 
selves  for  exaoiination  without  reading  the  boolc  nore  than  one*.  .  .  .  There  is  no  book  on  £qaity 

which  can  come  near  '  Snell.'  "—  Law  Notes, 

"  *  Snell '  remains,  a<i  it  has  been  for  a  generation,  the  indisputable  introduction  to  the  study  of  Equity.** 
'-Oxford  Ma^aaiMt, 

"The  fact  that  *SneI1's  Principles  ofEquitv*  has  reached  the  Twelfth  Edition  is  in  itself  sufficient 
to  show  the  warm  approval  of  the  profession.  It  is  a  wonderful  compendium  of  Equity  Principles,  so 
arranged  as  to  lead  tne  reader  steadily  on  from  simpler  to  more  abstruse  questions ;  ana  is  most  nsefiil, 
not  only  to  the  student,  but  also  to  the  barrister  in  his  every  day  work.*'— Ar'^ifc  Law  Timtes, 

"  The  student  who  has  mastered  '  Snell '  will  know  ms  much  about  Equity  as  most  practitaoiken,  and 
tnore  than  some.  .  »  .  This  edition  appears  to  have  been  brought  well  up  to  date.  It  is,  moreover, 
fiunished  with  an  excellent  index.  This  is  fortunate,  as  '  SneU  holds  the  ndd  as  a  treatise  on  Equity." 
— Law  youmai, 

"  Thn  is  the  Eighth  Edition  of  this  student's  text-book  which  the  present  editor  has  brought  out.  .  .  . 
the  book  is  a  good  introduction  to  Equity,  and  is  additionally  useful  by  having  a  foil  index.  * — SoUcitars' 
yaamal, 

"Whether  to  the  beginner  in  the  study  of  the  principles  of  Equity,  or  to  the  practising  Uwyer  in  the 
bony  of  work,  it  can  b«  unhesitatingly  recommended  as  a  standard  and  invaluable  treatise.**— Cajr^—'^— 
Ketnew. 

"  This  is  now  unquestionably  the  standard  book  on  Equity  for  students.^— %Sa/M9ir^^  Rtntm. 


"  We  kn(nv  of  no  better  introduction  to  the  Prindples  of  Efutty^^- 
Canada  Law  Journal. 


Sixth  Edition,  in  8yo,  price  6x.,  cloth, 

AN   ANALYSIS  OF   SNEU'S    PRINCIPLES   OF 

EQUITY.       Founded  ON  THE  iTwELFTH  Edition.    With  Notes  thereon. 
By  £.  £.  Blytu»  LL.D.,  Solicitor. 

*'  Mr.  Biytb's  book  will  undoubtedly  be  very  useful  to  readers  of  Snell."— £a«f  Times, 
"  This  is  an  admirable  analysis  of  a  good  treatise ;  read  with  SneU,  this  little  book  will  be  fonnd  very 
proliuble  to  the  student."— Zaw/Mrrwa/. 

-  '    ■  '> — — - — .     ■  I  .  . .  -    .  - 

In  8vo,  price  2/.,  sewed, 

QUESTIONS    ON    EQUITY. 

FOR    STUI>ENTS   PREPARIITG   FOR   EXAMINATION. 

TOUNDED   ON  THE  N^TH  'EDITION  Of 

SNELL'S  "PRINCIPLES   OF  EQUITY." 
By  W.   T.   WAITE, 

»ARRlSTItK-AT-LAW,   HOI,T  Sai01.AR  OF  ^HB   WONOyjtAQLJB  SQCIKTV  OF  CItAV'f   INN 


1V0JUCS   FOR   LAW  STUDSNTS. 


Second  Edition,  in  one  volume,  8vo,  price  i8f.,  cloth, 

PRINCIPLES  OF   CONVEYANCING. 

A9f  ELEMSNTARV  WORK  FOR   THE  USE  OF  STUDENTS. 

By   henry   C.    DEANE, 
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or  THE  UMITBO  KINGDOM. 


TfOB  9NCaKK>ltATKI>  LAW  aiTHarrV 


*'  Wt  hope  to  su  this  book,  liki  Sn$U*s  Equity^  a  sUuidiud  class-book  in  all  Law  Schools 
whtrt  English  lenv  is  taught" — Canada  Law  Journal. 

"  We  like  the  work,  it  is  well  written  and  is  an 
ooellcnt  student's  b^ok,  and  being  onljr  jtut  pub- 


lished, it  has  the  great  advantage  of  having  in  it  all 
Che  recent  important  enactments  relating  to  convey- 
andng.  It  posifitu  also  an  emellent  Index." — 
Z,mm  StudtMU*  yoMrnnL 

*'  Will  be  found  of  great  use  to  students  entering 
i^on  the  difficulties  of  Real  Propeny  Law.  It  has 
an  unusually  exhaustive  index  covering  some  fifty 
pages."— Artw  Tinut. 


"  In  the  parts  which  have  been  re-written,  Mr. 
Deanebas  pivferved  the  saaie|^leasant  style  marked 
by  simpUcaty  and  lucidity  whKh  disdngnished  has 
first  edition.  After  *  Williams  on  Real  Property,* 
there  is  no  book  which  we  should  so  stronipy 
recommend  to  the  student  entering^  upon  Real  Pro- 
perty Law  as  Mr.  DeaneNi  *  Prinaples  of  Convey- 
ancuig,'  and  the  high  character  which  the  first 
edition  attained  has  been  fully  kept  op  in  this 
second.** — Ltnu  y^amal. 


Fourth  Edition,  in  8yo,  price  tOf.,  cloth, 
A    SUMMARY    OF    THE 

LAW  &  PRACTICE  IN  ADMIRALTY. 

FOR    THE    USE    OF  STUDENTS.^ 
By   EUSTACE  SMITH, 

OF  THB  INNER  TBMPLS  ;  AUTHOR  OF   "a  SUMMARY  OF  COMPANY   LAW." 

"The  book  is  well  arranged^  and  forms  a  good  iniFoduction  to  the  subject.**— vS'^AW/^rr'  yonmaL 
"  It  iSfhowewsc,  in  our  opinion,  a  well  and  carefully  written  little  wont,  and  ahcmld  be  in  the  hands  of 
student  who  b  tiJcing  up  Admiralty  Law  at  the  Final."— Z^nv  SttuUnU  ytumai. 


"  MT.  Saith  has  a  happy  knack  of  compressing  a  lafi^e  amount  ofueaftil  nacier  in  a  amnQ  oompass.  The 
nrasent  work  will  doubttaas  be  received  with  satisiaction  equal  to  that  with  which  his  previous  '  Sumnuury ' 
nas  been  mti.'*— Oxford  amd  Cambrufe*  UndtrgradmaUs*  yoummL 

Foucth  Edition^  in  8vo,  price  8x.,  cloth, 
A  SUMMARY   OF  THE 

UW  AMD  PRACTIGB  IN  THE  ECaSSIASTIGAL  COURTS. 

FOR    THE    USE    OF  STUDENTS, 
Bv  EUSTACE  SMITH, 

THS  INNBR  TSMPLB;  AUTHOR  OF  "a  SUMMARY  OF  COMFANV  LAW**  AND   '*  A  SUMMARY  OF 

THB  LAW  AND  PXACTICB  IK  ADMUAVrV." 

**  His  object  has  been,  as  he  tells  ns  in  his  preface,  to  give  the  student  and  ftMral  reader  a  Csir  ondilla 
i«f  the  aoaipn  and  aslant  ef  eodeiiastiffal  law,  of  the  principlea  on  which  it  is  foundad,  of  the  Conrtt  bv 
wUch  it  is  enforoMJ^  and  the  procedure  by  which  these  CourU  are  regulated.  We  thank  the  book  weU 
IMfib  its  object.  Its  value  is  much  enhanced  by  a  proAise  dtation  of  aathoiSties  for  the  pmpositiotts 
tOOMauMid  in  it.''~>^«r  Exmrntnation  J^mrnaL 


Fourth  Edition,  in  8vo,  price  7/.  td,,  cloth, 

AN  EPITOME  OF  THE  LAWS  OF  PROBATE  AND  DIVORCE. 


FOR 


USE  OF  STUDENTS  FOR  HONOURS  EXAMINATION. 


By  J,    CARTER   HARRISON,   Solicitor. 

**  l*he  work  is  considerably  enlarged,  and  we  think  improved,  and  will  be  found  c(  greai  assistance  to 
Mndents."— Z.«fv  Students*  y^mrmoL 


il  WOMKS  FOR  LAW  STUDENTS. 

Eighth  Edition.    Id  one  volume,  8vo,  price  2Qr.«  d^lh, 

PRINCIPLES  OF  THE  GOHMON  LAW. 

*  • 

INTENDED  FOR  THE  USE  OF  STUDENTS  AND  THE  PROFESSION. 

EIGHTH  BDITION, 

By  JOHN   INDERMAUR,  SoLiaTOR, 

AUTHOR  OF   **A  MANUAL  OF  THE  PRACTICE  OF  THE  SUPREME  COURT/' 
"  EPITOMES  OF  LEADING  CASES,"  AND  OTHER  WORKS. 


"  The  student  will  find  in  Mr.  Indermaur's  book  a  safe  and  clear  gnide  to  the  Prin- 
ciples of  Common  Law." — Law  JouhuU^  1892. 

"The  present  edition  of  this  elementary  treatise  has  been  in  general  edited  with  praise- 
worthy care.  The  proyi^ons  of  the  statutes  afiecting  the  su]}iects  discussed,  which  have 
been  passed  sinp&the  imbli^tion  pf  the  last  edilipn,'  are  clea^t  dummartted,  and/the  effect 
of  the  leading  cases  is  generally  very'welf  given.  In  the  aimcutt  task  of  selecting  and 
distinguishii^  principle  from  detail,  Mr.  Indermaur  har  been  very  successful ;  the  leading 
principles  are-clearly  brought  out,  and  very  judiciously  illustrated."^  SaUcitars^  Jourmmi. 

"  The  work  is  acknowledged  to  be  one  of  the  best  written  and  most  useful  elementary 
works  for  Law  Students  that  has  been  published.'*— -Zort/  Times, 

"  The  piaise  which  we  were  enabled  to  bestow  upon  Mr.  Indermaur's  very  usefnl  com- 
pilation on  its  first  appearance  has  been  justified  by  a  demand  (or  a  second  edition.  ** — 
Law  Afagasim, 

*'  We  were  able,  four  years  ago,  to  praise  the  first  edition  of  Mr.  Indermaur's  book'  Rs 
likely  to  be  of  use  to  students  in  acquiring  the  elements  of  the  law  of  torts  and  contracts. 
The  second  edition  maintains  the  character  of  the  book." — Law  JoumaL 

^*  Mr.  IndermsV'  genders  even  lav  light  reading.  He.  not  only  possessts.the  IsciUfcy 
of  judicious  selection,  but  of  l)icid  exposition  and  felicitous  illustration.  And  while  ms 
works  are  all  thus  characterised,  his  '  Principles  of  th'e  Common  Law '  especially  displays 
those  features.  That  it  has  already  reached  a  second  edition,  testifies  that  our  estimate  of 
the  work  on  its  first  ai^earance  was  not  unduly  favourable,  highly  as  we  then  signified 
approval ;  nor  needs  it  that  we  should  add  anything  to  that  estimate  in  reference  to  the 
general  scope  and  execution  of  the  work.  It  only  remains  to  say,  that  the  present  edition 
evinces  that  every  ;pare  has  been  taken  to  insure  thorough  accuracy,  while  inohidii^  all 
the  modifications  in  the  law  that  have  taken  place  since  the  original  publication  ;  and  that 
the  references  to  the  Irish  decisions  which  have  been  now  introduced  are  calculated  to 
render  the  work  of  greater  utility  to  practitioners  and  students,  both  English  and  Irish." 
— Irish  Law  Times, 

"  This  work,  th^'atUh^taii  m  inUs  /H/^#,  is  uHtten  niainfywiikttvitmi^  ^ 
examituUions  of  the  Incorporatid  Law  Society  ;  but  we  think  it  is  lixefy  to  attain  a  wuter 
usefulness.  It  seems,  io  far  as  we  eon  judge  fiotii  the  parts  we  have  iscamimd,  to  boo 
careful  and  clear  ontline  of  the  princi^es  of  the  common  law.  It  is  very  readahU  ;  and 
not  only  students,  but  many  practitioners  and  the  public,  might  benefit  by  a  perusal  of  its 
pages,  *'  —Solicitors'  Jou  rn  al. 
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Seventh  Edition,  in  8vo,  price  14;.,  cloth, 

i  UIUAL  OF  THE  PRACTICE  OF  THE  SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE, 

IN   THE  QUEEN'S   BENCH   AND   CHANCERY    DIVISIONS. 

Seventh  Edition. 
IntimUd  f9r  ihi  use  of  SHuknts  and  the  ProfeisioH, 
B7  John  Indkrmaur,  Solicitor, 

*'  Mr.  Indentuuir  has  hrought  oat  a  uxch  edition  of  his  excellent  '  Manual  of  Practice '  at  a  very 
opportune  time,  for  he  has  been  able  to  incorporate  the  effect  of  the;  new  Rules  of  Qourt  which  came  into 
mce  last  Noiieaibcr,  the  Trustee  Act,  1893,  aoul  Rules,  and*  the  Supreme  Court  Fund  Rules,  189^,  as 
well  as  that  of  other  Acts  of  earlier  date.  A  very  complete  revision  of  the  work  has,  of  course,  been 
necessary,  and  Mr.  Indermaur,  assisted  by  Mr.  Thwaites,  has  effected  this  with  his  usual  thoroughness 
and  careful  attention  to  details.  The  book  is  well  known  and  valued  by  studenu,  but  practitioners  also 
find  it  handy  in  maayoasw  where  refereoce  to  the  ttalkier  '  White  Book'  is  unnecessary.  "-^Zmv  7rw«r, 
Fthmmry^  1894.    , 

"  This  well-known  students'  book  may  very  well  be  consulted  by  practitioners,  as  it  contains  a  considerable 
amount  of  reliable  inliDrmatioo  on  the  practice  of  the  Court.  It  is  written  so  as  to  include  the  new  Rules, 
and  a  supplemental  note  deals  with  the  alterations  made  In  Rule  XI.  by  the  Judges  in  January  last.  The 
praise  which  we  gave  to  previous  editions  is  quite  due  to  the  present  issue." — Law  JounuU^  Ftbruaryt  1894. 

Eighth  Edition,  in  8vo,  price  6f.,  cloth, 

AN    EPITOME  OF  LEADING    COMMON    LAW    CASES; 

WITH  SOME  SHORT  NOTES  THEREON. 

Chiefly  intended  as  a  Guide  to  '*  Smith's  Leading  Cases."    By  John  Indermaur, 

Solicitor  (CUfic«d*a  Inn  Priienwn,  Michaelmas  Term,  187  J). 

"  We  have  received  the  third  edition  of  the  *  Epitome  of  Leading  ComoKm  Law  CasM,'  by  Mr.  Xoder- 
manr.  Solicitor.  The  first  edition  of  this  work  was  published  in  February,  187^  the  second  in  April  1874; 
and  now  we  have  a  third  edition  dated  September,  1875.  No  better  proof  of  the  value  of  this  book  can  be 
furnished  than  the  dsct  that  in  less  than  three  years  it  has  reached  a  third  edition."— Z^w  Jimmal. 

Eighth  Edition,  in  3vo,  price  6;.^  cloth, 

AN  EPirOlE  OF  LEADDiG  COMYETUCING  UD  EQUITY  GASES; 

WITH  SOME  SHORT  NOTES  THEREON,  FOR  THE  USE  OF  STUDENTS. 
By  John  Indermaur,  Solicitor,  Author  of  *'  An  Epitome  of  Leading 

Common  Law  Cases.  ** 

*'  We  have  received  the  seoand  edition  of  Mr.  Inderauui's  very  itMful  Elpiiome  of  Leading  Convty- 
andfls  and  Equity  Cases.    The  work  is  very  well  done."— iLotv  Timet. 

"Tne  Kpitome  wsU  deserves  the  concinuod  pairooafle  of  the  class-^Studaois— for  whom  it  is  esnecially 
intended.    Mr.  Indermaur  will  soon  be  known  as  the  '  Studenus'  Friend.'  '* — Catuida  Law  JvHrfuU,    

Sixth  Edition,  8vo,  price  6f.,  cloth, 

THE  ARTICLED  CLERK'S  GUIDE  TO  AND 
SELF-PREPARATION  FOR  THE  FINAL  EXAMINATION. 

Containing  a  Complete  Course  of  Study,  with  Books  to  Read,  List  of  Statutes,  Cases, 
.Test  Questions,  &c.,  and  intended  for  the  use  of  those  Articled  Clerks  who  read 
by  themselves.    By  John  Indermaur,  Solicitor. 

**In  this  edition  Mr.  Indermanr  extends  his  counsels  to  the  whole  period  from  the  Intermediate 
efiamfamtiwi  to  the  Fiaal  His  adnoe  is  practical  and  aemible :  and  if  the  course  of  stady  he  recommends 
b  inielfigeotly  followed,  the  articled  clerk  will  have  laid  in  a  store  of  legal  knowledge  more  than  sufficient 
to  carry  mm  through  tfa«  Final  Examination.*'— ^tf/SnV^rr'  yourmd. 

'■>'  ■■■■Jll.l.lJ  11  I  W  ■!  ■■  ■  ■ 

Now  ready.  Fifth  Edition,  in  8vo,  price  lor.,  cloth,  * 

THE  ARTICLED  CLERK'S  GUIDE  TO  AND  SELF- 
PREPARATION  FOR  THE  INTERMEDIATE  EXAMINATION, 

As  it  now  exists  on  Stepbeti*^  Commentaries.  Containing  a  complete  course  of  Study, 
with  Statutes,  Questiotts^  ssid  Advice,  Also  a  pomplete  Selected  Digest  of  the 
whole  of  the  Questions  and  Answers  set  at  the  Examinations  on  those  parts  of 
**  Stephen  "  now  examined  on,  embracing  a  period  of  fourteen  and  a  half  years 
^58  Examinations),  inclusive  of  the  Examination  in  April,  1894,  &c.  &c.,  and 
'  mtended  for  the  tiae  of  aA  Articled  Clerks  who  have  not  yet  passed  the  Inter- 
mediate Examination.  Bv  John  Indermaur,  Author  of  "  Principles  of  Com- 
mon Law,**  and  other  worxs. 

In  8vo,  1875,  price  dr.,  cloth, 

THE    STUDENTS'    GUIDE    TO    THE    JUDICATURE    ACTS, 

AND  THE  RULES  THEREUNDER: 
Being  a  book  of  Questions  and  Answers  intended  for  the  use  of  Law  Students. 

By  John  Indermaur,  Solicitor. 


In  Demy  8vo,  cloth  gilt,  pp.  600,  price  9J.  net, 

THE   LAW   OF  TORTS. 

ARRANGED  ON  THE  PRINCIPLES  OF  THE  ENGLISH  COMMON   LAW, 

AND  OF  THE  INDIAN  CASE  LAW. 

Bv    RATANLAL    RANCHHODDAS,    B.A.,    LL.B., 

PLEADER,  HIGH  COURT. 

7A4  Right  H9n.  L»d  Htrsthell^  Ex-Loid  High  ChanoeUor  ot  England:— 
''  Wherever  I  have  tested  it,  the  statements  of  law  appear  accurate  and  clear.** 

Tki  Right  Hon,  Urd  Russell  of  Killowm,  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  Engiand  :— "  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  carefully  done  and  to  be  well  arranged." 

The  Right  Hon,  Lord  Daviy,  of  Her  Majesty's  Privy  Council :— **  I  have  pleasure 
in  saying  that  it  appears  to  me  to  be  well  anranged  and  carefully  done,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  it  will  prove  useful  both  to  the  student  and  to  the  practitioner.*' 

The  H^n,  Mr,  Justice  /Wsomi,  of  the  Bombay  H^h  Cowrt  :•— **  I  am  save  the  book 
will  prove  most  useful  to  all  who  wish  to  acquire  a  knowledge  of  this  subject,  and  from 
the  great  pains  you  have  evidently  bestowed  u|x>n  it,  it  seems  quite  entitled  to  rank  as 
the  text-book  of  the  subject  in  India.** 

The  Hon.  Mr,  Justice  P,C,  Chafterjee,  of  the  Paiijab  Chief  Court :— "  It  is  a  work 
of  considerable  originality  and  merit  I  believe  the  general  accuracy  of  your  book  is 
beyond  question." 


Fifth  Edition,  in  crown  8vo,  price  12s,  6d,^  cloth, 

AN  EPITOME  OF  CONVEYANCING  STATUTES, 

Extending  from  13  Edw.  I.  Tp  thb  End  op  55  &  56  Victorla.  Fifth 
Edition,  with  Short  Notes.  By  Grorge  Ntchols  Marcy,  of  Lincoln*s  Inn, 
Barrister -at-  Law. 


*  ■*  —■^- ' 


Second  Edition,  in  8vo, 

A   NEW  LAW   DICTIONARY,  AND  INSTITUTE 

OF  THE  WHOLE  LAW;  Embracing  French  and  Latin  Terms  and  References 
to  the  Authorities,  Cases,  and  Statutes.  Second  Edition^  revised  throughout,  aad 
considerably  enlarged.  By  Archibald  Brown,  M.A.  Edin*  and  Oxon.,  and 
B.C.L.,  Oxon.,  Barrister-at-Law  ;  Author  of  the  **Law  of  Fixtures,"  etc 


la  royal  Svo,  price  y.^  cloth, 

ANALYTICAL  TABLES 


OF 


THE   LAW   OF    REAL   PROPERTY; 

Drawn  up  chiefly  from  STEPHEN'S  BLACKSTONE,  with  Notes. 
By:  C.  J-  TARRING,  of  the  Jftner  Temple,  Ba^rister-at-L*w. 

"Great  care  aotf  <:on6'ukrable  skill  have  bean  shown  tq  the  coaiptlacioa  of  thiMe  tables,  whicll  wU  be 
found  of  much  service  to  students  of  the  Law  of  Real  Property."— i^«w  Timts. 


WOXiCS  JfOR   LjifV  SrC/D£A7S. 
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Eighth  Edition,  in  8vo,  price  20j.,  cloth, 

PRINCIPLES  OF  THE  GRIHINAL  UW. 

INTENDED  AS  A  LUCID  EXPOSITION  OF   THE  SUBJECT  FOR 
THE   USE  OF  STUDENTS  AND  THE  PROFESSION. 

By    SEYMOUR    F.    HARRIS,   B.C.L.,   M.A.   (OxoN.), 

AUTIIOK  0^  '*A  OONaSS  UlCEifT  ^P  THB  fNSTITOTBS  O^  GAfirs  ANO  JUSTINIAN. 

EIGHTH  EDITION. 


By  C.  L.  ATTENBOROUGH,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister- at -Law. 


REVIEWS. 


C( 


Mcsan.  Stevens  &  Haynes  have  jnst  iMued  the  Seventh  Edition  of  their  well  known  text<book, 
'  Harris's  Principles  of  the  Criminal  Law.'  For  the  present  edition  Mr.  Charles  L.  Attenborough, 
of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister<at-LAw,  is  responsible.  He  has  brought  the  work  up  to  date,  and 
ennired  for  it  a  further  career  of  usefulness  as  the  leading  student's  text-book  upon  the  Criminal 
Law.**— Z.atv  Timet, 

'*TMs  work  ts  pvetty  well  known  as  one  devgned  for  tht  student  who  b  preparing  &>r  examination, 
and  for  the  help  of  young  practitioners.  Among  articled  clerks  it  has  long  enjoyed  a  popularity  which 
b  not  likely  Co  be  interfered  with.  .  .  We  have  been  carefully  through  the  new  edition  and  can 
oordially  oomiotnd  'vu'*^L»w  Students  y«umaL 

"The  book  must  be  good,  and  must  moet  ad«maod,,apd  Harris's  Criouoal  Law  remains  as  it  has 
always  been,  an  excellent  work  for  obtaining  that  kind  of  theoretical  knowledge  of  the  criminal  law 
which  is  so  useful  at  the  University  Examinations  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge."— £.««>  Xfites, 

"The  characteristic  of  ihe  present  Eldition  is  the  restoration  to  the  book  of  the  character  of  '  a  concise 
eacpositioo '  proclaimed  by  the  title-page.  Mr.  Attenborough  has  carefully  pruned  away  the  excrescences 
wMch  had  arisen  in  successive  editions,  and  has  improved  the  work  both  as  re^rds  terseness  and  clearness 
of  exposition.  In  both  respect*  k  is  now  an  excellent  Kadeot'i  book.  The  teat  l»  \^xy  w«ll  broken  up 
into  headiags  and  paragraphsi  mth  short  marginal  notes— the  in^wrtance  of  ^whlch,  for Jhe  convenience 
of  the  student,  is  too  often  overlooked.**— tSWiifi/tfrr'  Journal. 

*'  Tht  favcurabU  opinion  we  expressed  of  the  first  edition  of  this  work  appears  to  have 
been  justified  fy  the  reception  ii  has  met  with.  Looking  through  this  mw  Edition^  we  see 
no  reason  to  modify  the  praise  we  bestowed  on  the  former  Edition.  The  recent  cases  have 
been  added  and  the  provisions  of  the  Summeay  JurisdicHon  Act  are  noticed  in  the  chapter 
relating  to  Summary  Coeovictions.  The  book  is  one  ef  the  best  manuals  of  Criminal  Law 
for  the  student.*" — SouciTORS*  JOURNAL. 

*  T%ere  is  no  lack  of  IVorks  on  Criminal  Latv^  but  there  was  room  for  such  a  useful 
fumdbook  of  Principles  eu  Mr,  Seymour  Harris  has  supplied.  Accustomed,  by  his  previous 
labours^  to  the  teuk  of  analysing  the  law.  Air,  Harris  has  brought  to  bear  upon  his  present 
work  queUificedions  well  adapted  to  secure  tke  successful  accomplishment  of  the  object  which 
he  had  set  before  him.  That  object  is  not  an  ambitious  one,  Jor  it  does  not  pretend  to  soar 
above  utility  to  the  young  practitioner  and  the  Undent,  For  both  these  classes,  and  for  the 
yet  wider  ileus  who  may  require  a  book  of  reference  on  the  subject^  Mr,  ffanis  has  produced 
a  clear  ased  convenient  Epitosne  of  the  Law.*"— hAW  Magazine  and  Rkvikw. 

"  This  work  porporta  to  conuin  *  a  concise  exponition  of  the  nature  of  crime,  the  various  offences  punish- 
able by  the  English  law,  the  law  of  criminal  procedure,  and  the  law  of  cumnuurv  coovidifMM,'  with  ubks 
of  oflTenoes,  punishments,  and  Matutes.  llie  work  is  divided  into  four  hooka.  Book  I.  tmats  of  criaie,^  its 
divisions  and  essentials ;  of  persons  capable  of  OMnmitting  crimes ;  and  of  principals  and  accessories. 
Book  IL  deals  with  offences  of  a  public  nature ;  offences  against  private  persons ;  and  offences  against  the 
property  of  individuals.  Each  crime  is  discussed  in  iu  turn,  with  as  much  brevity  as  could  well  be  used 
cooristentiy  with  a  proper  explanation  of  the  le^pil  characteristics  of  the  several  offences.    Book  III. 

alatns  criminal  pioc^dare,  including  the  jurisdiction  of  Coarts,  and  the  various  st^pt  In  the  apprehension 
trial  of  crimimb  from  arrest  t<r  punishment.    'Diis  part  of  the  work  ts  ieuremely  weal  done,  the 
descriptioo  of  the  trial  being  excellent,  and  tborooghlY  calculated  to  impress  the  mind  of  the  uninitiated. 
IV.  cootaiflis  a  short  sketch  of  *  summary  convictions  before  magistrates  out  of  quarter  sessions.'   The 


taUo  of  ofliaiices  at  the  end  of  the  >iolume  is  most  useful,  and  there  is  a  very  full  index.    Altogether  we 
mnst  oottgratttlate  Mr.  Harris  on  his  adventure."— ^mn  Journal. 
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Second  Edition,  in  crown  8vo,  price  5j.  6i/.,  cloth^ 

THE  STUDENTS'  GUIDE  TO  BANKRUPTCY; 

Being  t  Complete  Digest  of  (he  Law  of  Bankruptcy  in  die  shape  of  Question  aod 
Answers,  and  comprising  all  Questions  asked  at  the  Solicitors  Final  Examinations 
in  Bankruptcy  since  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,  and  all  important  Decisions  since 
that  Act.  By  John  Indermaur,  Solicitor,  Author  of  *'  Principles  of  Common 
Law,"  &c.  &C. 

I&  i2mo,  price  5x.  6^.,  cloth, 

A  CONCISE  TREATISE  ON  THE  LAW  OF  BILLS  OF  SALE, 

FOR  THE  USE  OF  LAWYERS,  LAW  STUDENTS,  AND  THE  PUBLIC 

Embracing  the  AcU  of  1878  and  1882.  Part  L— Of  Bills  of  Sale  j^eneially.  Ptirt  IL— 
Of  the  Execution,  Attestation,  and  Registration  of  Bills  olSale  and  satisfaction 
thereof.  Part  IH.— Of  the  Effects  of  Bills  of  Sale  as  against  Creditors.  Part  IV. 
— Of  Seising  under,  and  Enforcing  Bills  of  Sale.  Appendix,  Forms,  Acts,  ftc 
By  John  Indermaur,  Solidtot. 


"The  object  of  the  book  is  thoroogbly  onctkaL  Thoae  who  waot  to  be  lold  exactly  what  to  do  and 
where  to  go  when  they  are  registering  a  oOl  of  sale  will  find  the  necessary  inforaatioa  in  this  little  book.* 
— ZoTt'  youmat. 

Second  Edition,  in  8vo,  price  4J.,  cloth, 

A  COLLECTION  OF  LATIN  MAXIMS  &  PHRASES. 

LITERALLY  TRANSLATED. 

INTENDED  FOR  THE  USE  OF  STUDENTS  FOR  ALL  LEGAL  EXAMINATIONS. 
Second  Edition,  by  J.  N.  COTTBRELL,  Solicitor. 

*'  The  book  steins  admirably  adapted  as  a  book  of  reference  for  students  who  come  acrou  a  Latin 
in  their  reading.**— Z.«w  y»Mmal. 


In  one  volume,  8vo,  price  91.,  cloth, 

LEADING  STATUTES  SUMMARISED, 

FOR    THE    USE    OF    STUDENTS. 
By  ERNEST  C.  THOMAS, 

BACON  SCHOLAR  OP  TH»  HON.  90CIBTY  OP  GRAY'S  iNNf  LATB  SCHOU^R  OP  TRIMITV  COIXBOB,  OXPORO; 
AUTHOR  OP  '*  LKADINC  CASBS  IM  pONSTITUTIOMAL  LAW  BBIBn.V  STATBDu" 

'  I  .^,..».        .Ill  .lll.l.lll. I.  I  -■!.  II    nil.    I.      II  .»■■..     ■■■!■■       111.!..      I  .  . 

Second  Edition,  in  8vo,  enlarged,  price  6r.,  cLocb, 

LEADING  CASES   IN   CONSTITUTIONAL    LAW 

Briefly  Stated,  with  Introduction  and  Notks, 
By  ERNEST  C.  THOMAS, 

BACUM  SCHOLAR  OP  THB  HON.  SOCIETY  OK  GRAV's  INN,  LATB  SCHOLAR  OP  TRINITY  COLLSGK,  OXPOKD 


"  Mr.  E.  C.  Thomas  has  put  together  in  a  slim  octavo  a  digest  of  the  |>riodpaI  cases  illasmting  Con- 
stitutional Law,  that  is  to  say,  alt  cjuestions  as  to  the  rights  or  authority  of  the  Crown  or  penoos  under  h, 
as  regards  not  merely  the  constitution  and  structure  ^ven  to  the  govemingbody,  but  mso  tfie  mode  m 
which  the  sovereign  power  is  to  be  exercised.  In  an  introductory  essay  Mr.  Thomas  gives  a  very  dear  and 
intelligent  survey  of  uie  general  functions  of  the  Execotive,  and  the  principles  by  which  they  are  regulated  ; 
and  then  follows  a  summary  of  leading  cases.*'— ^Sii^ndSftf  Rwvum, 

**Mr.  Thomas  gives  a  sensible  incroducrion  and  a  brief  epitome  of  the  familiar  leading 
Timtt. 


In  8vo,  price  &r.,  cloth, 

AN  EPITOME   OF  HINDU   LAW  CASES.     With 

Short  Notes  thereon.  And  Introductory  Chapters  on  Sources  of  Law,  Marriage, 
Adoption,  Partition,  and  Succession.  By  William  M.  P.  Coghij^n,  Boaibay 
Civil  Service,  late  Judge  and  Sessions  Judge  of  Tanna. 


STEVENS  ^  HAYNES,    BELL    YARD,    TEMPLE  BAR. 
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Second  Edition,  in  crown  8vo,  price  izr.  6</.,  cloth, 

THE  BANKRUPTCY  ACT,  1883, 

WitH  Notes  of  all  the  Cases  decided  under  tMe  Act  ; 
The  consolidated  RULES  and  FORMS,  1886 ;  The  Debtors  Act,  1869,  so 

FAR  AS  APPLICABLE    TO   BANKRUPTCY    MATTERS,    WITH    RULES    AND    FORMS 
THEREUNDER  ;  THE  BiLLS  OF  SALE  ACTS,  1878  AND  1882  ; 

Board  of  Trade  Circulars  and  Forms,  and  List  of  Official  Receivers ;  Scale  of  Costs, 
FeeSy  and  Percentages,  1886 ;  Orders  of  the  Bankruptcy  Ju^ge  of  the  High 
Court ;  and  a  Copious  Index. 

By  WILLIAM  HAZLITT,  Esq.,    and  RICHARD  RINGWOOD,  M.A., 

SBKIOK   RXGISTKAR  IN  BANKRUPTCY,  OP  THB  MIDDLB  TBMPLB,   BSQ.,   BARRISTBR<AT-LAW. 

Second  Edition,  by  R.  RINGWOOD,  M.A.,  Barrister-at-Law. 

*'  This  b  a  very  handy  edition  of  the  Act  and  Rales.    .    .    .    .  - .    The  cfoss  references  and  marginai 

references  to  corres|x>ndingproTisions  of  the  Act  of  1869  are  exceedingly  useful There  is  a  verj* 

fan  index,  and  the  book  is  admirably  printed." — SoiUitorf  Jotrmai. 

Part  I.,  price  7/.  6t/.,  sewed, 

LORD     WESTBURY'S     DECISIONS     IN     THE 

EUROPEAN   ARBITRATION.    Reported  by  Francis  S.  Rkilly, 

of  Lincoln's  Inn,  Barrister-at-Law. 

Parts  I.,  11.,  and  III.,  price  25^.,  sewed, 

LORD  CAIRNS'S  DECISIONS  IN  THE  ALBERT 

ARBITRATION.       Reported  by  Francis  S.  Rkilly,    of    Lincoln's  Inn, 
Barrister-at-Law. 


Second  Edition,  in  royal  8vo,  price  30^.,  doth, 
A  TREATISE  ON 

THE   STATUTES  OF   ELIZABETH   AGAINST 
FRAUDULENT  CONVEYANCES. 

Thb  Bills  of  Sale  Acts  1878  and  1882  and  the  LAW  OF  VOLUNTARY 

DISPOSITIONS  OF  PROPERTY. 

By  the  late  H.  W.  MAY,  B.A.  (Ch.  Ch.  Oxford). 

Second  Edition,  thoroughly  revised  and  enlarged,  by  S.  WoRTiriNGTON  Worthington, 
of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrtster-at-Caw  ;  Editor  of  the  **  Married  Women's 
Property  Acts,"  5th  edition,  by  the  late  J.  R.  Griffith. 


**  In  oooclu^on,  we  can  heartily  recommend  this 
book  10  oar  renders  not  only  to  those  who^re  in 
large  practice,  and  who  merely  want  a  cla«sified 
list  of  cases,  bat  to  those  who  have  both  the  desire 
and  the  leisure  to  enter  upon  a  systematic  study  of 
oor  law." — Solicitors'  Journal. 

"As  Mr.  Worthington  points  out, since  Mr.  May 
wrote,  the  '  Bills  of  Sale  Acts'  of  1878  and  1882 
have  been  passed ;  the  *  Married  Women's  Property 
Act,  1889 '  (making  settlements  by  married  women 
void  as  against  creditors  in  cases  in  which  similar 
settlements  by  a  man  would  be  void),  and  the 
'  Bankruptcy  Act,  1881.'  lliese  Acts  and  the  deci- 
lions  upon  tnem  nave  been  handled  by  Mr.  Worth- 
ington tn  a  manner  which  shows  that  he  is  master 
of  his  subject,  and  not  a  slavish  copyist  of  sections 
and  head-notes,  which  i<«  a  vicious  propensity  of 
many  modem  compilers  of  text'books.  His  Table 
of  Oues  (with  reference  to  all  the  reports),  is 
admirable,  and  his  Index  most  exhaustive."^Z^<iw 

Timu.  ... 

"The  results  of  the  authorities  a|>pear  to  be 
«ven  well  and  tersely,  and  the  treatise  will,  we 
think,  be  found  a  convenient  and  trustworthy  book 
of  reference."— Zaw  Jommmi. 


"  Mr.  Worthington'i  work  appears  to  have  been 
oonscientioos  nnatxhaastivt»"—SMHml»jfR^vtnu. 

"Examining  Mr.  May's  book,  we  find  it  con* 
structed  with  an  intelligence  ana  precision  which 
render  it  entirely  worthy  of  being  accepted  as  a 
guide  in  this  confessedly  difficult  subject.  The 
subject  is  an  involved  one,  bat  with  clean  and  clear 
handling  it  is  here  presented  as  dearly  as  it  could 
be.  ...  On  the  whole,  he  has  produced  a  very 
useful  bode  of  an  exceptwoally  scientific  character. 
—Soliciiors'  Joumtu. 

**  The  subject  and  the  work  ane  both  very  good. 
The  fanner  is  well  chosen,  new,  and  interesting ; 
the  latter  has  the  qoality  which  always  distin" 
guishes  original  research  from  borrowed  labours." 
— Amtricmm 


"  We  are  hai^y  to  welcome  his  (Mr.  May's)  work 
as  an  addition  to  the,  we  regret  to  say,  bnef  cata* 
logue  of  law  books  conscientiously  executed.  We 
can  corroborate  his  own  description  of  his  labours, 
*  that  00  pains  have  been  spared  to  make  the  bode 
as  concise  and  practical  as  i>ossible.  without  doing 
BO  at  the  expense  of  perspicuity,  or  by  the  ooiission 
of  any  important  points."*— i^«iv  Times. 
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In  one  volume,  medium  8vo,  price  38^.,  cloth  ;  or  in  half-roxburgh,  42;., 

A   HISTORY  OF  THE   FORESHORE 

AND    THE    LAW    RELATING    THERETO. 

With  a  Hjtukrto  Unpublished  Treatise  by  Lord  Hale,  Lord  Hale's 
'*  Db  Jure  Maris,"  and  the  Third  Edition  of  Hall's  Essay  on  the 

RIGHTS    OF   THE    CROWN    IN    THE    SEA-SHORE. 

With  Notes,  and  an  Appendix  relating  to  Fisheries. 
By    STUART    A.    MOORE,    F.S.A., 

or  tHb  inner  tkmplb,  bakiiutks*at*law. 

wealth  of  materiaU  for  founding  and  buildiug  np 
ailments.  Mr.  Stuart  Moore  has  written  a  won 
wmch  must,  unless  his  oootantions  are  utterly  un- 
founded, at  once  become  the  standard  text>book  on 
the  law  of  the  Sea-dio*e.'*»'Z^tw  Times^  Dec  ist. 

**  Mr.  Stuan  Moor«  in  hi*  valuable  woric  cm  the 
Foreshore."— 7-/^  Ti»nt*, 

*'  Mr.  Stvart  Moore's  work  on  the  title  of  the 
Crown  to  the  land  aroqnd  the  coast  of  EngUnd 
lying  between  the  high  and  low  watermark  is 
something  more  than  an  ordinary  law  book.  It  is 
a  history,  and  a  very  interestin|;  one,  of  such  land 
and  the  rigku  exercised  over  it  from  the  eaiiiest 
times  to  the  present  day ;  and  a  careful  study  of 
the  facts  contained  in  the  bo^  and  of  the  argu* 
ments  brought  forward  can  scarcely  fail  to  convince 
the  reader  of  the  inaccuracy  of  tlie  theory,  now  so 
coa<tantly  put  forward  by  the  Crown,  tluit  without 
the  existence  of  special  evidence  to  the  cootrazy, 
the  land  which  adjoins  riparian  property,  and 
which  is  covered  at  high  tide,  belongs  to  the 
Crown  and  not  to  the  owner  of  the  adjoining 
manor,  llie  list  which  Mr.  Moore  gives  of  plaoea 
where  the  question  of  foreshore  has  been  atrcady 
raised,  and  of  those  as  to  which  evidence  on  the 
subject  exists  amongst  the  public  reooRis,  is  valo- 
ablcf  thouch  by  no  means  exhaustive ;  and  the 
book  should  certainly  find  a  friace  in  the  library  of 
the  lord  of  every  riparian  noLnor."— Morning  rnt. 


'  This  work  is  nominally  a  third  edition  of  the 
late  Mr.  Hall's  essay  on  the  righu  of  the  Crown  in 
the  Sea*shore,  but  in  reality  is  an  absolutely  new 
production,  for  out  of  some  900  odd  pages  Hall's 
essay  tsdcet  up  but  ts;.  Mr.  Moore  has  written  a 
book  of  areat  imfortance,  which  ^ould  mark  an 
epoch  in  the  history  of  the  rights  of  the  Crown  and 
the  suited  in  the  liiiu  mans,  or  foreshore  of  the 
kingdom.  Hall's  treatise  (with  Loveland's  notes)  is 
set  out  with  fresh  notes  by  the  present  editor,  who 
is  anything  but  kindljr  disposed  towards  his  author, 
for  his  notes  are  nothing  but  a  series  of  exposures 
of  what  he  deems  to  be  Hall's  errors  and  misrepre- 
senlatioiis.  Mr.  Moore  admits  his  book  to  be  a 
brief  for  the  opposite  side  of  the  contention  sup- 
ported by  Hall,  and  a  more  vicorous  and  argu> 
mentative  treatise  we  have  scarcely  ever  seen.  Its 
argtiments  are  clearly  and  broadly  disckised,  and 
supported  by  a  wealth  of  facts  and  cases  which 
show  the  research  of  the  learned  author  to  have 
been  most  full  and  elaborate.  .  .  .  l*here  is  no 
doubt  that  this  is  an  important  work,  which  must 
have  a  considerable  influence  on  that  branch  of  the 
law  with  which  it  dealt.  I'hat  law  is  coniained  in 
ancient  and  most  inaccessible  records  ;  these  havo 
now  been  brought  to  Hght,  and  it  may  well  be 
that  important  results  to  the  subject  may  flow 
therefronu  The  Profifission,  not  to  say  the.seneral 
public,  owe  the  learned  author  a  deep  debt  of 
gratitude  for   providing   ready  to   hand   such    a 


In  one  volume,  Svo,  price  I2j.,  cloth, 
A  TREATISE  ON  THE  LAW  RELATING  TO  THE 

POLLUTION  AND  OBSTRUCTION  OF  WATER  COURSES ; 

Together  with  a  Brief  Summary  of  the  Various  Sources  of  Rivers 

Pollution. 

By  CLEMENT   HIGGINS,   M.A.,  F.C.S., 

or  THB  INNKR  TKMPLE,  BARRISTKRoAT-LAW. 


*'  .\s  a  compendium  of  the  law  upon  a  spedal 
and  rather  intricate  subject,  this  treatise  cannot 
but  pcove  of  great  practical  vahiOj  and  more 
especially  to  those  who  have  to  advise  upon  the 
institution  c€  proceedings  under  the  Rivera  Pollu- 
tion Prevention  Act,  1876,  or  to  adjudictte  upon 
those  proceedings  when  hnnght." -^ /ritk  Lmw 
Tinut, 

"We  can  recommend  Mr.  Higgins' Manual  as 
the  best  guide  we  •fosses&,"'^Pui>ac  Htaltk, 

"  County  Court  'Judges.  Sanitary  Authorities, 
and  Riparian  Owners  will  6nd  in  Mr.  Higgms 
Treatise  a  valuable  aid  in  obtaining  a  cjear  notion 
of  the  Law  on  the  Subject.  Mr.  Higgins  has 
accomplished  a  work  for  which  he  will  readily  be 
recognised  as  having  special  fitneu  on  account  of 


his  practical  acquaintance  both  with  the 

and  the  l^al  aspecu  of  his  subject.*^— JL«w  Maga^ 

"The  volume  is  very  carefully  arranged  throagh> 
out.  and  will  prove  ot  great  utility  both  to  rainen 
ana  to  owners  of  lana  on  the  banks  of  rivers."— 
Tlu  Mininf  Journal, 

^ "  Mr.  Higgins  writes  tersely  and  dearly,  whUa 
his  facts  are  so  well  arranged  that  it  is  a  pleasnra 
to  refer  to  his  book  for  infomuitioQ ;  and  altogether 
the  work  is  one  which  will  be  fonnd  very  useful  by 
all  interested  in  the  subject  to  which  it  relates."— ^ 
Bnginetr, 

"A  compact  and  convenient  manual  of  the  law 
on  the  subject  to  which  it  xeiales." — SoUcitoma* 
y<mmal. 
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In  8va»  Sixth  Edition,  price  281^.,  cloth. 

MAYNE'S     TREATISE 

ON 

THE    LAW    OF    DAMAGES. 

SIXTH    EDITION. 
REVISED    AND   PARTLY    REWRITTEN. 

BY 

JOHN       D.      MAYNE, 

OV  TMB  INNBW  TBMrLS,'  BARKfSTSR«itT-LAW  1 

Aia> 

His    Honor    Judge    LUMLEY    SMITH,    Q.C 

** '  Mayne  on  Damages '  has  now  become  almost  a  classic,  and  it  is  one  of  the  books  which 
we  cinnot  afford  to  have  not  up  to  date.  We  are  therefore  pleased  to  have  a  new  Edition,  and 
ooftso  well  writlen  as  that  before  us.  With  the  authors  we  r^ret  the  increasing  sixe  of  the 
voUime.  bat  bulk  in  sueh  a  case  is  better  than  inoompleteness.  Every  Uwyer  in  practice 
should  have  this  book,  full  as  it  is  of  practical  learning  on  all  branches  of  the  Common  Law. 
The  work  is  unique,  and  this  Edition,  like  its  predecessors,  is  indispensable." — Law  Journal ^ 
April,  1894. 

"  Pew  books  have  been  better  kept  up  to  the  current  law  than  this  treatise.  The  earlier  part 
of  the  book  was  remodelled  in  the  last  edition,  and  in  the  present  edition  the  chapter  on 
Penalties  and  Liquidated  Damages  has  been  rewritten,  no  doubt  in  consequence  of,  or  with 
regard  to,  the  efabomte  and  exhaustive  judgment  of  the  late  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Wallis  v. 
Smith  ^31  W.  R.  014  r  L  R.  ai  Ch.  D.  043).  'llie  treatment  of  the  subject  by  the  authora  is 
admirably  clear  and  concise.  Upon  the  point  involved  in  Wallis  v.  Smith  they  say  :  '  The 
result  is  that  an  agreement  with  various  covenants  of  different  importance  is  not  to  be  governed 
by  any  inflexible  rule  peculiar  to  itself,  but  is  to  be  dealt  with  as  coming  under  the  general  rule, 
that  the  intention  of  the  parties  themselves  is  to  be  considered.  If  they  have  said  that  in  the 
case  of  any  breach  a  fixed  sum  is  to  be  pakl.  then  they  will  be  kept  to  their  agreement,  unless 
it  would  lead  to  such  an  absurdity  or  injustice  that  it  must  be  assumed  that  they  did  not  mean 
what  they  said.'  This  is  a  very  fair  summary  of  the  judgments  in  Wallis  v.  Smith,  especially 
of  that  of  Lord  justke  Cotton  ;  and  it  suppliei  the  nearest  approach  which  can  be  given  at 
present  to  a  ruTe  for  practical  guidance.  We  can  heartily  commend  this  as  a  carefully  edited 
edition  of  a  thoroughly  good  book/' — Solicitors'  Jomrnal, 

'*  During  thi  twenty-txt/^ytm's'mhich  have  ilapsed  simct  the  pnblicaHoH  of  this  wiU'hnanm 

W9rk,  Us  rtputdHam  has  ban  stgadUy  growings  and  it  hm  long  sinct  huonit  the  ntognised 

authmity  on  the  important  subject  of  which  it  treats,*^ — Law  Magazine  and  Rbvirw. 


"This  edition  of  what  has  beooine  a  standard 
W9rk  lutt  the  advaniage  of  appearing  under  the 
sitt>ervision  of  the  original  aacnor  at  well  as  of 
llr.  Lumley  Smith,  the  editor  of  the  scoond  edition. 
The  result  is  most  sattsfiicfeory.  Mr.  Lnmiey 
Sattith's  editioo  was  ably  and  oansrientiouslf  pre- 
pared, and  we  are  glad  to  find  that  the  reader  still 
enjoys  the  benefit  of  his  accuracy  and  learning. 
At  the  same  time  the  book  has  doubtless  been 
improved  by  the  reappearance  of  its  author  as  co- 
editor.  The  earlier  part,  indaed,  has  been  t4  a 
considerable  extent  eotimy  rewritten. 

"  Mr.  Mayae's  remarks  on  dnoages  in  actions  of 
tort  are  brief.  We  agtee  with  htm  that  in  such 
actions  Che  oonrts  are  go^reracd  by  far  looser  prio* 
cTpIes.  than  in  contracts ;  indeed,'  sometimes  it  is 
imnossible  to  say  they  are  govcmed  by  any  prim 
dpies  at  all.  In  actions  for  ininries  to  the  pefioa  or 
repuutioo,  for  exampte,  a  judse  cinaot  do  mora 
than  give  a  general  direction  to  the  jury  to  give 


what  the  facts  proved  in  their  judgment  required. 
And,  accofding  to  the  better  o|Miiiott.  they  may  give 
damages  'for  exaaiple's  sake,'  ami  mulct  a  rich 
man  more  heavily  than  a  poor  one.  In  actions  for 
injuries  to  property,  however,  'vindictive'  or 
'e«emplary*  damaees  cannot,  except  in  very  rare 
cases,  be  awarded,  but  must  be  limited,  as  in  con- 
tract, to  the  actual  harm  sustained. 

"  It  is  needless  to  comment  upon  the  arrangement 
of  the  subjects  In  this  edition,  in  which  no  alteration 
has  been  made.  The  editors  modestly  express  a 
hojie  that  all  the  English  as  well  as  the  oriocipal 
Irish  decirioos  op  to  the  date  have  been  mdlnded, 
and  wc  believe  from  our  OMm  examination  that  the 
hope  is  well  founded.  We  may  regret  that,  waned 
by  the  growing  bulk  of  the  book,  the  editors  have 
not  included  any  fresh  American  cases,  but  we  feel 
that  the  omliBMMi  was  onaveidable.  Weakouldadd 
that  tha  whote  work  has  been  thoroughly  revised  ."— 
Solicitor^  Jowmml. 


**  This  tixt'booh  is  so  well  known,  not  only  as  the  highest  authority  on  the  subjeet  Iteaied 
of  but  as  one  of  the  best  text-boohs  ever  written,  that  it  would  be  idle  for  us  to  speak  0/  it 
in  the  words  of  commendation  thai  it  deserves.  It  is  a  work  thai  no  practising  lawyer  can 
do  without,"— Casada  Law  Journal. 


Z%  STEVENS   5*    HAYNES,    BELL    YAED,    TEMPLE   BAR. 

In  crown  8vo,  price  4r.  6</.,  doth, 

ABSTRACT    DRAWING.    Contdiniog  instructions  on 

the  Drawing  of  Abstracts  of  Title,  and  an  Illustrative  Appendix.    By  C.  £.  ScOTT, 
Solicitor. 

"  TWs  little  bo«k  is  ii|t«i4e<^  foi*  tl|e  assisUii«a  of  t^ose  who  Imve  the  fnuoing  of  aboiacts  of  title 
entniated  to  Aufk  c««e.    It  cootAuift  a  vamber  of  asiful  mles,  and  an  inustfatavvappeadix.'^— Z^»  Titme*. 

"  A  handy  book  for  all  articled  ckT\a.'*—Lafp  StwUnti  JourtuU. 

"  Solicitors  who  have  articled  clerks  would  save  themselves  mach  trouble  if  they  fornisbcd  their  clerks 
with  a  copy  of  thiJi  little  book  before  putting  them  on  to  draft  sn  abstract  of  a  hasp  of  title  deeds."  ^L^m 
NoUm, 

**  The  book  ought  to  be  perused  by  all  law  studenu  and  artkled  clerks."— J7a^  Tm^, 

Second  Edition,  in  crown  8vo,  price  71.,  cloth, 

THE    LAW    RELATING    TO    CLUBS. 

By  thb  latk  JOHN  WERTHEIMER,  Bakristbr-at-Law. 
Second  Edition,  by  A.  W.  CHASTER,  Barrister>at-Law. 

"  This  is  a  very  neat  little  book  oa  an  interestiaa 
subject.  The  law  is  accurately  and  well  expressed. 
•—Law  yourrutl. 

"  Tins  is  a  very  handy  and  complete  little  wocfc. 
This  eaoeileat  Uttle  treatise  should  lie  on  the  tabic 
of  every  dub."— 7>mn^  C^ttrL 


'*  A  convenient  handbook,  drawn  up  with  great 
judgment  and  perspicuity.**— ilfi^rM/M^  p0SL 

"Both  useful  and  interesting  to  those  interested 
in  club  numagement." — Lant  Timu. 

**  Mr.  Weitheiroei's  history  of  the  cases  is  coa»* 
plete  and  well  axTmgtd.''—Sm/ttni^  Rtvino, 


In  8vo,  price  21.,  sewed, 

TABLE  of  the  FOREIGN  MEEOANTILE  LAWS  and  CODES 

in  Force  in  the  Principal  States  of  EUROPE  and  AMERICA.  By  Ckarus 
Lyon-Caen,  Professeur  2^4g<k  k  la  Faculty  de  Droit  de  Paris ;  Professeiir  k 
TEcole  libre  des  Sciences  politiques.  Translated  by  Napolbon  Arglbs, 
Solicitor,  Paris. 

In  8vo,  price  u.,  sewed, 

A  GUIDE  TO  THE  FRENCH  LAWS  OF  1889,  ON  NATION- 
ALITY and  MILITARY  SERVICE,  as  affecting  British  Subjects.  By  A. 
Pavitt,  Solicitor,  Paris. 

In  one  volume,  demy  8vo,  price  los,  6t/.,  doth, 

PRINCIPLES  OF  THE  LAW  OF  STOPPAGE  IN  TRANSITU, 

RETENTION,  and  DELIVERY.  By  John  Houston,  of  the  Middle  Temple, 
Banister-at-Law. 


In  Svo,  price  lor.,  cloth, 

THE  TRIAL  OF  ADELAIDE    BARTLETT    FOR 

MURDER  ;  Complete  and  Revised  Report     Edited  by  Edward  Bkal,  B.A., 
of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barristerat-Law.     With  a  Preftice  by  Edward  Clarkr, 


Q.C.,  M.P. 


In  8vo,  price  lOf.  6^.,  cloth, 
A    REPORT   OF   THE   CASE   OF 

THE   QUEEN  v.  GURNEY  AND  OTHERS, 

In  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  before  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  Cockburn.  V\nth  Intro* 
duction,  containing  History  of  the  Case,  and  Examination  of  the  Cases  at  Law 
and  Equity  applicable  to  it.     By  W.  F.  FiNLASON,  Barrister-at-Law. 

In  royal  8vo,  price  lOf.  6i/.,  cloth. 

THE  PRACTICE  OF  EQUFTT  BT  WAT  OF  RETIYOR  AHD  SUPPLEIENT. 

With  Forms  of  Orders  and  Appendix  of  Bills.     By  L.OFTUS  Leigh  Pbmbrrton, 
of  the  Chancery  Registrar's  Office. 


Sl&VEirS   A*   HAYNES,    BELL    "^AkD,    TEMPLE   BAk.  ^ 


In  8vo,  price  I2i.  &/.,  clolh, 

THE  ANNUAL   DIGEST   OF    MERCANTILE 
IJASES    FOR  :  THE  -YEARS    1885-  AND    1886. 

BUNQ,  A  plUKST  OF  THE  DBCISH>NS  OV  THB  EnUUSH,  SGOTCH   AND  IklSH   COUJtTS 

ON  Mattkks  kkultimg  to  Commbrcb. 
By  JAMES  A.  DUNCAN,  NLA.,  LL.B,  Trin.  CoU.,  Camb., 

AND   OF  THB  INNBR  rBMHUB,   BAJIKiaTKK-AT-LAW. 

In  8vo,  1878,  price  dr.,. cloth, 
TilK 

LAW  RELATING  TO  CHARITIES, 

KSPECIALLY    WITH    REFBRBNCB   TO  THE    VALIDITY   AND   CONSTRUCTION   OF 

CHARITABLE  BEQUESTS  AND  CONVEYANCES. 

By  FERDINAND  M.  WHITEFORD,  uf  Lincoln's  Inn,  Barnster-at-Law. 

^1^"— »— i»»«i^— »— »^— ^^^»»i^»«i»»»»-^»»^~  I  —p  p    III  I    « «■■» ijiiii 

Vols.  I.,  11.,  III.,  rV„  and  V.,  Part  I.,  price  5/.  7/. 
REPORTS    OF    THE    DECISIONS    OF    THE 

JUDGES   FOR  THE  TRIAL  OF  ELECTION  PETITIONS 

IN    ENGLAND    AND    IRELAND. 

PURSUANT    TO    THE    PAHUAU&NTARV   ELECTIONS    ACT.    186a. 

By  EDWARD  LOUGHLIN  O'MALLEY  and  HENRY  HARDCASTLE. 

V  ^^-  /^-  ^«^  ///•  amdallafUrar^  Ediud  by],  S.  Sandars  amd  A.  P.  P.  Keep, 

Bmrrisitrs*mi*Law, 

In  8vo,  price  12/.,  cloth, 

THE  LAW  OF  FIXTURES,  «  the  principal  relation  of 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  and  in  all  other  or  geneial  relations.  Fourth  Edition. 
By  Archibald  Brown,  M.A.  Edin.  and  Oxon.,  and  &C.U  Oxon.,  of  the 
Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at»Law. 

In  (me  folumei  8vo,  prfce  %%s,^  doth,  •- 

THE  LAW  RELATING  TO  PUBLIC  WORSHIP; 

.With  special  reference  to  Matters  of  Ritual  and  Ornamentation,  and  the  Means  ol 
Securing  the  Due  Observance  thereof,  and  containing  in  extenso,  with  Notes  and 
References,  The  Public  Worship  ReguUtion  Act,  1874 ;  The  Church  Discipline 
Act;  the  various  Acts  of  Unlionnity;  the  Liturgies  of  1549,  1552,  and  15591, 

^  compared  with  the  Present  Rubnc ;  the  Canons ;  the  Articles ;  and  the  Injunc- 

tions, Advertisements,  and  other  Original  Documents  of  Legal  Authority.  By 
Seward  Brice,  LL.D.t  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 


4M  STEVENS  &*  HAYM^S.    BELL    YAim^    TEMPLE  BAB, 


-I . . 

QIR  BA.RTHOl.QMEW.  SHOWER'S  fARLI/lM^liTARY  CASSa 

M  Svo,  1876,  price  4/.  ^.,  bdii  calf  iita^lng, 

SHOWER'S  CASES  IN  T^ARLlAMElfT 

RRSOLVBD  AND  AD/VBGSD  OFON  PRTltlONS  ^  WRITS  OR  ERROR. 

FOURTH   EDmdN. 
COriTAtKmO  ADOtriOMAL  GASSd  NOT  HrTHfiRTO  REI>ORTED. 

RCVISBD  AMD  EDITED  BY 

RICHARD  LOVELAND  LOVELAND, 

or  TMB  IMMBK  TBMPLB,  BAKKISTBR-AT-tA^  ;  BDITOK  Ol*  "  ikBLYNC'S  CKOWM  CASKS,"  AMD 
"  hall's  essay  on  THB  miGHTS  OF  THB  CKOWN  IN  THB  SKASHOKK." 

*'  Messrs.  Stevens  &  Haynbs,  the  successful  publishers  of  the  Reprints  of  Bellewe, 
Co0ke»  Cmmingham,  Bcookes's  New  Ca3es,  Choyce  Cases  in  Chancery^  William  KeWoge 
aad  Kelfngfs  Crown  Caiet,  determined  to  issye  aneW  or  fourth  BditioBof  Shoirer*sCaaes 
inPariiataent.^  •  •         ' 

"  The  volume,  although  beautifully  printed  on  old-fashioned  Paper,  in  old-fashioned 
tjrpe,  instead  of  being  in  the  quarto  is  in  the  moi'e  convenient  octavo  form,  and  contains 
several  additional  c«s«b  not  to  be  found  in  any  of  the  previous  «ditk>Qs.of  the  work. 

"  These' are  all  cases  6f  impoitatice,  worthy  of  being  U^ered  intd  the  light  of  the 
world  by  enterprising  publishers. 

"  Shower's  Cases  are  models  for'  replorters,  even  in  our  day.  The  statements  of  Ae 
oasei  the  argumentsof  counsel,  and  the  opinions  of  the  Judges,  arc  all  clearly  and  abl^  given* 

"  This  new  edition  with  an  old  face  of  these  valuable  reports,  under  the  able  editorship 
of  R.  L.  Loveland,  Esq.,  should,  in  the  language  of  th^  advert&ement,  'be  welcomed  l^ 
the  profession,  as  well  as  enable  the  custodians*  of  public  Jibnuries  to  complete  or  add  to 
their  series  of  English  Law  Reports."' — Canada  Law  y&umal, 

BBJLLBWB'S   CA6E8,    Tu  RICHARD   IL 
In  8vo,  1869,  price  3/.  31.,  bottad  in  calf  antique, 

LES  ANS  DU  ROY  RICHARD  LE  SECOND. 

Collect'  ensembr  hors  les   abridgments   de   Statham,  Fitsherbert  et  Brooke.      Per 
Richard  BrLlkws,  de  Lmcolns  Inne.     1585.     Reprinted  hom   the  Original 


EdiUon. 
**  M^  pablit  HbTRiy  in  the  world,  where  Etaglish 
law  finds  a  place,  should  be  withoat  a  copy  of  tWs 
edition  of  Bellewe."— Camu^e  Law  yoummi. 

"  We  have  here  K/ac-nmiU  edition  of  Bellewe, 
and  it  b  really  the  most  beautiful  a6d  admirable 


hiehty  crediuble  to  the  spirft  and  edcer^riw  of 
pnvau  publishers.  The  woric  b  an  important  link 
tn  our  lenl  history ;  thereare  no  year  books  xA  the 
reign  of  Richard  U.,  and  Bdlewe  suppISM  theofdV 
suMtiivte  ^y  carefully  extracting  and  collecting  all 
the  cases'he  could  find,  and  he  did  it  in  the  most 

reprint  that  has  appeared  at  any  time.    It  is  a.  >   opf v^aiewtifem    \\% t^f  alp)mbetic»l  arwmg eiiunt 

yaUKX  ^tjD  ql'aniiqas  pciiliag,  ttd  forais  a  mosfi  )   in  kbA  ofQe^  of  subf«ci%  so  ipat  me  ^orii  if  a  di#st 

interesting  monument  of  our  early  legal  history.  .-    .      *•  --•  •    ^  ■--—    - 

•  Si  belongs  to  the  same  criass  of  wonts  as  the  Year 

,  Book  of  Edward  1.  and  olher  similar  works  which 

have  betn  printed  in   our  own  time  under  the 

auspices  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls ;  but  is  fiu>       and  iMBralitw  legal  auno^frls  af  life  Middle 

superior  to  any  of  them,  and  is  in  thu  respect       Ages." — Lmw  Timts^ 


as  well  as  a  book  of  law  reports.' '  it  is'' in  &a  a 
ooHeetion  of  cases  of  tho  i«i|pl  of  Ittdhard  IL. 
arranged  accocdiog  |o  their  sa>Qecuin  alphabetacd 
order.    It  is  therefore  one  oT  the  Mosk  intelligible 


CUNNINGHAM'S     REPORTS. 

In  1d0rot  187 1,  iptiQe  3/.  3/.*  dedf  antique* 

CUNmN&»Aiyk'6  (T.)  Reports  in  K.  B.,  7  to  10  Ceo.  11. r  to^wbich  is  prefixed  a  £^4poial 

for  rendering  the  Laws  of  England  clear  and  certain,  humbly  offered  to  the 

Consideration  of  both  Houses  of   Parliament.    Third  editioii,  with  numetdtii 

Correotionst     By  Thomas  TowNSBifiy  B0CKim.L,  Banfstck'>a«-Lswi 

ytttut  and  piMfperity  of  eveqr  natton  Ihan  good 
laws  and-  the  due  execution  of  them.*  The  hirtory 
of  the  civil  law  is  then  npidly  traced.    Next  a 


"The  instroetlve  chapter  wMdh  precede*  the 
cases,  entitled  '  A  proposal  for  rendenng  the  Laws 
'Of  England  clear  and' cenAin,*  gives  the  volume  a 
d^iee  of  poculiarinterasty  indcpendenc  of  tha  value 
of  many  of  the  reported  cases.  That  chapter  begins 
with  words  whlcti  ought,  ft>r  the  inlbrmatton  of 
every  people,  to  be  panted  in  lotcan  of  gold.  They 
are  as  follows:  'Nothing  conduces  more  to  the 


hiMorvis  given  of  English  Repocten,  beguming 
with  the  reporters  of  the  Year  Booki  from  i  Edw. 
III.  to  19  Hen:  VIIL— being  n«ar  aoo  mrs—and 
afterwards  to  the  time  of  toe  anlhar.' -^^ — ^^- 
Ltnu  yourmal. 


STJtVItl9»  ^  HAYMES,  BELL    YARD^    TEMPLE  BAtt, 


SA 


CHOYCI^   GASBS.   IN    CHANCERY. 
In  3vO|  1870,  price  ^  9/,,  oalf  autiq^ 

THfi  fltAOTlCE  OFTHE  flIGH  OOOKT  OF  OHAUOEBT- 

y^th  the  KutttM  of  th«  several  OBces  belonging  to  thiU  Coutt.    And  the  Reports  of 
many  Cases  wherein  Relief  hath  been  there  had,  and  where  denyed. 

"This  vdame,  in  paper,  typei  ao4  hia^t  ^^  '8cttelrg'sC4«eft*lU  a  fao-#tmUe  of  th«  antique  edition. 
All  who  buy  the  one  should  buy  the  other."'— CmuuAi  Law  younuu. 

In  8vo,  1873,  price  3/.  3/.,  calf  mtiqiie, 

SIR  G.  .COOKE'S  COMMON   PLEAS   REPORTS 

IN  THE  REIGNS  OF  QUEEN  ANNE,  AND  KINGS  GEORGE    I.  and  II. 

The  Third    Edition,  with  Additional  Cases  and   References  contained  in   the  Notes 

taken  firom  L.  C.  J.  Eyjie's  MSS.  by  Mr.  Justice  Nares,  edited  by  Thomas 

TowNSBND  BucKNiiX,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 

**L«w  books  nanreroaadiboriMMun  lone  dwut 
so  long  as  Stevens  and  Hajrncs  are  willins  to  con> 
tinne  them  or  revive  them  when  dead.  It  b  cer> 
tainly  suirprisin^  to  see  with -what  fecial  accomcy 


aaold  volune  of  Reports  maybe  produced  by  these 
modem  publishers,  wnose  good  taste  is  only  equalled 
by  their  enterfmse.  "—CoiM^/a  Ltipv  Joumai. 


BROOKE'S  NEW  CASES  VflTH  MARCH'S  TRANSLATION. 

In  8vo,  1 87  J,  price  4/.  4;.,  calf  antique, 

BaooKlEfs  (Sic  Robeit)  New  Cases  la  the  time  of  Henry  VIII.,  Edward  VL»  and 
Queen  Mary,  collected  out  of  Brooke's  Abridgement,  and  arranged  under  years* 
with  a  table,  twether  with  March's  (Tohn)  TramsUiumcf^^aWMl^  New  Cases 
in  the  tine  of  Henry  VII I. ,  Edward  VI.,  and  Queen  Mary*  collected  out  of 
Bhookr's  Abncteement,  and  reduced  alphabetically  under  their  proper  heads  and 
titles,  with  a  table  of  the  principal  matters.   In  one  handsome  volume.   8vob  1873. 

Stevens  and  Hayaes  have  nprinted  the  two  books 
in  one  volume  dnifimn.  with  the  pcecvdiag  voIooms 
of  the  series  of  Early  Reporu."— Omum^  Law 
Joumai. 


"Both  the  orSgttial  and  the  tfanslatloa  having 

and  the  minaaiaa  nad  other 


I  nuHMKUia 
in  March's  tsaoslatioa  making  a  new  and 
qorvected    edition    peculiarly    destrable, 


Messrs. 


KELYNGE'S  (W.)   REPORTS. 

In  8vo,  1873,  price  4/.  4/.,  calf  antique, 

ItoLVNOE's  (William)  RepofU  of  Cases  in  Chancery,  the  King's  Bench,  &c.,  from  the 
3rd  to  the  9th  year  of  his  late  Majesty  King  Geoige  II.,  during  which  time  Lord 
KJDf  was  Chancellor,  and  the  Lords  Raymond  and  Hardwicke  were  Chief 
Jaatiees  of  England.  To  which  are  added,  seventy  New  Cases  not  in  the  First 
Edition.    Thud  Edition.     In  one  handsome  volume.    8vo.     1873. 

KELYNG'S  (SIR  JOHN)  CROWN  CASES. 

In  8vo,  1873,  price  4/.  4J.,  calf  antique, 

KklVNG's  (Sir  T.)  Reports  of  Divers  Cases  in  Pleas  of  the  Crown  in  the  Reign  of  King 
Charles  II.,  with  Directions  to  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  others;  to  which  are 
added,  Three  Modem  Cases,  vie,  Armstrong  and  Lide,  the  King  and  Plummer, 
die  Queen  and  Mawgridge.  Third  Edition,  tontaimmg  sevtral  mddkhmtii  Casts 
never  btfartprinitd^  together  with  a  Treatibb  up0N  th«  Law  and  Procsed- 
i!fGS  IN  Cases  of  High  Treason,  first  pubKshed  in  1793.  The  whole  careAtlly 
revised  and  edited  by  Richard  Loveland  Loveland,  of  the  Inner  Temple, 
Barrister^at-Law. 


**  We  look  upon  this  volume  as  one  of  the  most 
SnqiottaiK  and  valaaA>l«  of  the  nniqiM  rtpriatt  of 
Mcsam.  S«av«os  and-  Haynes.  Little  do  we  know 
of  the  mines  <of  legal  wealth  that  lie  buried  in  the 
old  law  books.  But  a  careful  examinadon,  either  of 
the  reports  or  of  the  treatise  embodied  in  the  volume 
now  before  us,  will  give  the  reader  some  idea  of  the 


goodservioe  rendered  by  Messrs.  StevensandHaynes 
to  the  profossioQ.  .  .  .  Shoukl  oocasioD  aiiae,  the 
Crown  prosecutor,  as  wellas  counsel  for  the  prisoner, 
will  find  in  this  volume  a  complete  vadt  mtcum  of 
the  law  of  high  treason  and  proceedings  in  relation 
thereto.*-^CdBMuAi  Lmm  Jtrnmal. 


86  SJEVENS  dH   HAYNBS,   BELL    YARD^    TEMPLR  BAH, 

Second  Edition,  In  8vo,  price  26^.,  doth, / 

A    CONCISE      I-REATISE    ON 

PRIVATE  INTERNATIONAL  JURISPRUDENCE. 

BASED  ON  THE  J}EC/S/ONS  IN  THE  ENGLISH  COURTS. 
By  JOHN   ALDERSON   FOOTE, 

OP  LIKCOLN's  inn,  BARKISTBR-AT-LAW  ;  CHANCKLIX>r's  LBGAL  MBUALLIST  and  SBNIOR  WHBWBLi.  SCHOtJUl 

OP  INTRRNATIONAL  LAW,  CAMBMOGK  UNIVBRStTV,  »873  T 4«N]0«  STVDBHT  IN  JURISPRUDBNCS 

AND  ROMAH  LAW,  <MiilS  Of  COURT  BXAMtNATION,  HU^RV  TBRMf  X874. 


"  This  work  •eemx  to  lu  likely  to  prove  of  oonMderRMc  ute  to  all  English  lawyers  who  have  to  deal  with 
questions  of  {N-ivate  international  law.  Sinoe  the  publlcadon  of  Mr.  Wesd«ke*t  TaluaUe  treatise,  twenty 
jrears  ago,  the  Judicial  decisions  of  English  courts  bearing  upon  diflf^renr  parts  of  this'safaject  have  greatly 
increased  in  namber,  and  it  is  full  time  that  these  decisions  shonld  beekattdned,  and  that  the  oondnsioiiB 
to  be  deduced  from  them  should  be  systematically  set  forth  in  a  treatisa.  Moc«o««r,  Mr.  Foote  has  done 
thU  ^ifMr—Solkilorf*  JoumoL 

"  Mr.  Foote  has  done  his  work  very  well,  and  the  book  will  be  uaeftU  to  all  who  have  to  deal  ndth  the 
class  of  cases  in  which  English  law  alone  is  not  sufficient  to  settle  the  qtiestion."— %S'«/a(nAK|'  Xnmtm, 
March  8,  xBy^. 

"The  author's  object  has  been  to  reduce  into  order  the  mass  of  materials  already  accumulated  in  the 
shape  of  explanation  and  actual  decision  on  the  interesting  matter  of  which  he  treats ;  and  to  conssmct  a 
framework  of  private  international  law,  not  from  the  dMa  of  jorists  so  much  aa  firan  jtKllcaal 
English  Courts  which  have  supeneded  them.  And  it  is  h«re,  in  compiling  and  aitanghiK  In  a 
form  this  valuable  material,  that  Mr.  Foote's  %ride  range  of  knowledge  and  legal  aconen  bear  andi  good 
firuit.  As  a  guide  and  asristant  to  the  student  of  inicmatiaoal  law,  the  whofe  treatiae  iriU  be  favalnaUe : 
while  a  table  of  cases  and  a  ganeml  index  will  enable  him  to  find  what  he  waau  without  tionbla."— 

"  The  recent  decisions  on  poinu  of  Iniemational  law  (and  there  hava  been  a  large  number  since  Wcffclaka's 
publication)  have  been  well  stated.  So  far  as  we  have  obecrved,  no  case  of  any  laqxirtaBce  hat  been 
omitted,  and  the  leading  cases  have  been  fully  analysed.  The  author  does  not  hesitate  to  critidie  the 
grounds  of  a  decision  when  these  appear  to  him  to  conflict  with  the  proper  role  of  law.    Moat  of  h» 

criticisms  seem  to  us  very  just On  the  whole,  we  can  recommend  Mr.  Foote's  treatise  as  a  nsefol 

addition  to  our  Kxt-boohe,  and  t^  expect  it  will  nypidly  find  its  way  into  the  hands  of  practising  lawyers.' 
— Tkt  Jottmal  of  yuru^nitUnct  mtut  Scottitk  Lmmi  Magmmnt. 

*'  Mr.  Foote  has  evidently  borne  closely  !n  mind  the  needs  of  Students  of  Jurisprudence  as  well  as  those 
of  the  Pmctitionefs.  For  both,  the  fsct  that  his  work  Is  ahnoat  entirely  one  of  Case-htw  will  oonunend 
it  as  one  ueefnl  alike  in  Chambers  and  in  Coiut."-*-Z.afl»  Mmgmwuu  muL  Rmmm. 

**  Mr.  Foote's  book  win  be  useful  to  the  student One  of  the  best  points  of  Mr.  Foote's  book 

is  the  '  Oonflnuons  Summary,*  which  occcipies  Rbout  thirty  pages,  and  is  divided  into  four  parts  Pirioni, 
Property,  Acts,  and  Procedure.  Mr.  Foote  reaunks  that  these  sunuaaries  are  not  in  any  way  intended  as 
an  attempt  at  codification.  However  that  may  be,  they  are  a  digest  which  reflecu  high  credit  on  the 
author's  assiduity  Rnd  capacity.  They  are  *  meant  merely  to  ginde  die  student ; '  but  they  will  do  much 
more  than  guide  him.  They  win  enable  him  to  get  such  a  grasp  of  the  subject  as  witt  sender  4he  reading 
of  the  text  easy  and  fruitfuL"— 'i^^sr  Journals 

**'l1its  book  is  %vell  adapted  to  be  used  both  as  a  text-book  for  studenis  and  a  book  of  rsferenoe  for 
practising  barristers. ''•'^^UriS^ajwuMiiftfM  y0t$rHaL 

**  Thb  is  a  book  which  supplies  the  want  which  has  long  been  felt  for  a  re*lly  good  modern  treatise  on 
Private  International  Law  adapted  to  the  everyday  requirements  of  the.EnglUh  Pknctitioner.  Tfas 
whole  volume,  althongh  desigoed  for  the  use  of  the  practitioner,  is  so  moderate  in  siae — an  octavo  of  500 
pages  ool]^~-and  the  atrangement  and  development  of  .the  sulgect  so  well  conceived  and  executed,  that  it 
will  amply  repay  perusal  by  those  whose  immediate  objegt  may  be  not  the  actual  decisions  of  a  knotty 
point  but  the  satisfactory  disposal  of  an  examination  paper."— C7jr/&rvf  mmd  Cmmbridgt  UmUrgradimiaf 
Jcumal. 

"Since  the  publication,  some  twenty  yean  ago,  of  Mr.  Westfaike's  Treatise,  Mr.  KooM's  book  is.  In 
our  opinion,  the  best  work  on  private  international  law  which  has  appeared  in  the  English  language.  .... 
'X*he  work  is  executed  with  much  ability,  and  will  doubtless  be  found  of  great  value  by  nil  penouf  who 
have  to  consider  questions  on  private  international  law." — Atkemtnum^ 


STEVENS  ^   HAYNES^   BELL    YARD,    TEMPLE  BAR.  87, 


THE 


AND 

QUARTERLY  DIGEST  OF  ALL  REPORTED  CASES. 

Frio«  VIVB   8RIX«Z«INQd  each  Hmnber. 


No.  CCXVIII.    (Vol.  I,  No.  I.  of  the  New  Quarterly  Series.)    November,  i 
,  No.  CCXIX.    (Vol.  I,  4lh  Scries  No.  IT.)    February,  1876. 

M  B,^These  two  Numberi.  art  otk  t^ prints 

No.  CCfXX.  (Vol.  I,  4th  Series  No.  III.)  For  May,  1^76. 

No.  CCXXI.  (Vol.  I,  4th  Series  No.  IV.)  For  August,  1876. 

N08.  CCXXII.  toCCXLIX.  (Vol.  2, 4th  Series,  toVdl  8,4th  Series,  Nos.  V.  to  XXXII.) 

Novonibec,  1876,  to  August,  1883. 


Nos.  ecu  to  CCLIII.  (Vol.  9,  4th  Series,  Nos.  XXXIII.  to  XXXVI.), 

November,  1883,  to  August,  1884. 


Nos.  CCLIV.  to  CCLVII.  (Vol.  o,  4th  Series,  Noa.  XXXVII.  to  XL.)» 

November,  1884,  to  August,  188$. 


■« .  ^  ■.  fc 


Nos.  CCLVIII.  to  CCLXI.  (VoL  X.,  4th  Series^  Nos.  XLI.  to  XLIV.), 

November,  1885,  to  August,  1886. 

Nos.  CCLXII.  to  CCLXV.  (Vol.  XI.,  4th  Series,  Nos.  XLV.  to  XLVIII.). 

November,  1886,  to  August,  1887. 


Nos.  CCLXVI.  to  CCLXIX.  (Vol.  XII.,  4th  Series^  Nos.  XUX.  to  LII.) 

Ncwember,  1887,  to  August,  1888. 

Nos.  CCLXX.  toCCLXXIII.  (Vol.  XIII.,  4th  Series,  Nos.  UII.  to  LVI.), 

November,  1888,  to  August,  1889. 

—    —  ■  ■  ■  —  ■ .    ■  .    _■_.■■■■ 

Nos.  CCLXXIV.  to  CCLXXVII.  (Vol.  XIV.,  4th  Series.  Ncs.  LVII.  toLX.), 

November,  1889,  to  August,  1890. 


Nos.  CCLXXVIII.  tt  CCLXXXI.  (VoL  XV.,  4th  Series,  Nos.  LXI.  to  LXIV.), 

November,  1890,  to  August,  1891. 

Nos.  CCLXXXII.  toCCLXXXV.  (Vol.  XVL,  4th  Series,  Nos.  LXV.  to  LXVIII.), 

November,  1891,  to  August,  1892. 

Nos.  CCLXXXVI.  to  CCLXXXIX.  (Vol.  XVII.,  4th Series,  Nos.  LXIX.  to  LXXII.), 

November,  1892,  to  August,  1893^ 

Nos.  CCXC.  to  CCXCIII.  (Vol.  XVIII.,  4th  Scries,  Nos.  LXXIII.  to  LXXVI.), 

November,  1893,  tb  August,  1894. 

Nos.  CCXCIV.  to  CCXCVII.  (VoU  XIX.,  4th  Series,  Nos.  LXXVIL  to  LXXX.). 

November,  1894,  to  August,  1 895. 

Nos.  CCXC VIII.  to  CCCV,(Vols.  XX.  &  XXI..  4th  Spries,  Nos.  LXXXI.  toLXXXVIII.),  \ 

November,  ^895,  to  August,  1897,  \ 

'. . : : y 


86  STMV£NS  B^  BAVNMS,  BULL    YARD,    TEMFLM   BAM. 

Fifth  Edition,  revised  And  enlarged,  8vo. 

A,  TREATISE  ON  HINDU  LAW. AND  USAGE. 

By  joHH  D.  MaVi^b,  of  the  Imi«r  Ttmple,  Banister-al-I^w,  Aatbor  of  "  A  ^ifc^^  ^^ 

Damages,"  &c 

'*  A  new  work  from  the  j^n  of  so  established  an  authority  as  Mr.  Mayne  cannot  iail  to  be  wdconc  to 
!  the  lend  jnreTettiDn,  If»  has  |>rei^at  vda^e  the  \Mfx  OfiiciatinB  ^dyoiM-Gepeml  at  M ^ras  \9%  dntwa 
upon  the  iftores  bf  his  long  ejtpenence  fai  Soittnem  India,  ana  has  mmluted  a  work  ol  Mine  oUke  to  the 
practitioner  at  the  Indian  9ajr,  or  at  home,  in  Mpe^  ctsc^  jmd  to  the  scientific  jurist. 

"  To  all  who,  whether  as  pnicflttooers  or  adimnhtralor^  or  as  studeMs  of  the  sdenoe  of  jurispmdcno^ 
desire  a  thoughtful  and  sugsesttve  work  of  reference  on  Hindu  Law  and  Usage,  we  heartily  recommena 
the  cejreful  perusal  of  M^.  Mayoe's  valuable  treatise."— Z<itp  Mtig^tine  tmd  Rejntw, 

\xi  8vQ,  1877,  price  15^.^  doth, 

A    DIGEST    OF    HINDU    LAW, 

AS  ADMINISTERED  IN   THE  COURTS  of  the  MADRAS  PRESIDENCY. 

ARRANGED  AND   ANNOTATED 
By  H.  S.  CUNNINGHAM,   M.A.,  Advocate-General,  Madras. 

DUTCH     LAW. 

in  t  Vol.,  8vo,  price  401-.,  doth, 

THE   OPINIONS  OF  fiROTIUS,  As  contained  in  the  Hollandsche 

Coiisultatien  en  Advijsen.  Collated,  translated,  and  annotated  by  D.  P.  de 
Bruyn,  B.A.,  LL.B.,  Ebden  Essayist  of  the  University  of  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope  ;  Advocate  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Colony  of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
and  of  the  High  Court  df  the  Soudi  African  RepuhliC  With  Facamtte  Portrait 
of  Mr.  Hugo  db  Gaoot. 

In  2  Vols.,  Royal  8vo,  price  9ar.,  cloth, 

VAN  LEEOWEN'S  COMMENTARIES  ON  THE  ROMAN-DUTCH 

LAW.  Revised  and  Edited  with  Notes  in  Two  Volumes  by  C.  W.  Decker, 
Advocate.  Translated  from  the  original  Dutch  by  T.  G.  KorzA,  LXkB.,  of  the 
Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law^  and  Chief  Tustice  of  the  Transvaal.  With  Fac- 
simile Portrait  in  the  Edition  by  Decker  of  17S0. 

•^*  Vol.  II.  can  be  had  separately,  price  50*. 

In  8vo,  price  154.  6^.,  nd, 

VOET'S  TITLES  ON   VINpiCATIONES  AND   INTERDICTA. 

Or  the  Roman  Dutch  Law  of  Actions  to  Assert  Rights  of  Property,  including  Injunc- 
tions and  Possessory  Actions,  translated  into  English  with  side-notes ;  viz.,  Book  VI. 
Titles  I.  to  HI..  Book  VII.  Title  VI.,  Book  Vlll.  Title  V.,  BocAc  XX.  Tide  IV., 
and  Book  XLIII.  Titles  I.,  XVI.  to  XXXIII.,  of  Voet's  Commentary  on  the 
Pandects,  with  a  Scientific  and  General  Introduction,  Notes  Explanatory  of  the 
Roman  Civil  and  Roman  Dutch,  and  English  Law,  Notes  of  Ceylon  Enactments 
and  Practice,  and  Decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court,  Ceylon,  etc.  By  John  J. 
Casir  Chitty,  Barrister-at-l^w,  Advocate,  High  Court,  Madras,  and  Supreme 
pourt,  Ceylon. 

In  Svo,  pdce  4^.,  doth, 

THE  JUDICIAL  PRACTICE  OF  THE  COLONY  OF  THE  CAPE 

OF  GOOD  HOPE  AND  OF  SOUTH  AFRICA  GENERALLY.  With  suitable 
and  copious  Practical  Fonni,  subjoined  to,  and  ilkt^tratiog  the  Practice  of  the 
several  Subjects  treated  of.  By  C.  H.  Van  Zvi^  Attomey-at-Law,  Notary 
Public,  and  Conveyancer,  etc.  etc. 

In  Crown  ^vq,  pijce  3U*  6if.,  boards, 

THE    INTRODUCTION    TO    DUTCH    JURISPRUDENCE    OF 

HUGO  GROTIUS,  with  Notes  by  Simon  van  Groenwegen  van  der  Made,  and 
References  tQ  Van  der  Keesel's  Theses  and  Scfaorer's  Notes.  Translated  by 
A.  F.  S.  Maasdorp,  B.A.,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 

In  i2mo,  price  15/.  im/,  boards, 

SELECT  THESES  ON  THE  LAWS  OF  HOLLAND  &  ZEELAND. 

Being  a  Commentary  of  flago  Grotius*  Introdudioa  to  Dutch  Jurisprudence,  and 
intended  to  supply  certain  defects  therein,  and  to  determine  some  of  the  more 
oe^rated  ConUoversies  on  the  Low  of  Holland.  By  D.  G.  van  DBR  Kksskl, 
Advocate.  Translated  by  C.  A.  LoRRNZ,  Barristor-at-Law.  Second  Edition. 
With  a  Biographical  Notice  of  the  Author  by  Professor  J.  Db  Wal,  of  Leyden. 


STEVENS  6f   HAYNBS,   BELL    YARD,    TEMPLE   iiAR. 


39 


Bar 


TUP 


€yamfitatton  anhtial 

FOR    1894. 


(In  Continaation  of  the  Bar  BzantlMtioii  Jonrnal.) 

Price  3x. 

EXAMINATION    PAPERS,   i893.« 

FOR  Pass,  Honors^  and  Barstow  Scholarship. 

RESULT  OF  EXAMINATIONS. 

NAMES  OF  SUCCESSFUL  CANDIDATES. 

EXAMINATION  REGULATIONS  FOR  1894. 

A  GUIDE  TO  THE  BAR. 

LEADING  DECISIONS  AND  STATUTES  OF  1894. 

NEW  BOOKS  AND  NEW  EDITIONS. 

ft 

W.     D,     EDWARDS,    hV^, 

In  8vo,  price  1 8/.  each,  cloth, 

THE  BAR  EXAMINATION  JOURNAL,  VOLS.  IV., Y., 

YI.«  YII.,  Tm.,  IZ.  &  X.  Containing  the  Examination  Questions  and  Answect 
^om  Eastcff  Term,  1878,  to  Hilary  Term,  1892,  with  List  of  Successful  Candidates 
at  each  examination,  Notes  on  the  Law  of  ¥xojatxty^  and  a  Synopsis  of  Recent  Legis- 
lation of  importance  to  Students,  and  other  information. 

By  a.  D.  TYSSEN  and  W.   D.  EDWARDS,  BsTrbtcfs-at-Law. 


In  8vo,  price  8^.,  jcIoUi* 

SHOirr  PRACTICAL  COMPAWy   FORMS. 

9y  T.  Eostacc  Smniy  of  the  Inner  Temple  and  JJooqIii's  I«^,  Barrifter-«t-Law, 
Author  of  **  A  Summary  of  the  Law  of  Companies,'^  etc,  assisted ^y  Hoiand  E. 
Vaughan  Williams,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at^Lacw. 

REVIEW. 
'*  Thi»  eoltection  ni  Company  Forms  shouild  ceruialy  prove  of  aarvioe  to  Mcreiarief,  dincton,  and 
others  interested  in  the  practical  working  of  companies.      .  .  .  llie  ibrau  tbsswdvw  are  slK^rt  and  to 
the  point." — Law  Timt*. 

Sixth  Edition.    In  8vo,  price  9/.  doth, 

A  SUMMARY  OF  JOINT  STOCK  COMPANIES'  UW. 

By    X    EUSTACE    SMITH, 

OF  THK  INIMIt  Ta»|M>B|  aAKaiSTB«hAT«I.AW. 

"  The  author  of  this  handbook  tells  ns  that,  when 
an  articled  student  reading  for  th^  Unal  examina- 
tion, h«  felt  the  wrnpc  of  s«di  a  work  as  that  before 
ns,  wherein  could  be  found  the  main  priodp4es  of 
law  relating  to  ioint-stock  compaoies  .  .  .  Law 
students  may  well  read  it ;  for  Mr.  Smith  has  very 
wisely  been  at  the  pains  of  giving  his  authority  for 
all  his  stat«meoCf  of  the  law  or  of  practire,as  «|^ied 
to  joint-stock  company  business  usually  transacted 
ip  jolicitgrs'  cbamben.  in  fact,  Mr.  Smith  has 
vf  his  little  book  offered  a  fresh  iodtioement  to 
,fltud^t&  so  make  theiiyetvs  $l  ail  uventk,  to  some* 
extent — acquainted  with  company  law  as  a  separate 
branch  of  study."— ^mv  Ti$m4t, 


"These  pages  give,  in  the  words  of  the  Fku&ca, 
'as  briefly  and  concisely  as  possible  a  geoeral 
view  both  of  theprinciplea  and  |»ractide  of  the  Uw 
affecting  companies.*  The  ^  work  is  excellently 
printed,  and  authcrities  are  cited  ;  but  i^  no  case 
IS  the  vesy  language  of  the  statatcs  copied.  The 
plan  is  good,  and  shows  both  grasp  ana  neatness, 
andj  boui  aaaoogst  stu4«9ts  andlavmeii,  Mr.  Smith's 
book  ought  to*  moet  a  ready  sale.*  •— A^fenr  J^urmaL 

"  The  OQok  is  me  from  which  w*o  \mem  derived 
a  W|o  amoaat  df  valuable  lafen&atada,  and  we  can 
heartily  pfA  ^o^^dantimisly  ncooUMtod  it  to  onr 
readers."— (7jc/irrvf    mmd   Cmmtkri^t   Ondg^gwrn- 


40  STEVENS  4r*  HAYNES,  BELL    YARD,    TEMPLE  JfAfi. 

In  8to,  Sixth  Edition,  price  91.,  cloth, 

THE  MARRIED  .WOMEN'S  PROPERTY  ACTS; 

'  1870,  "1874,  1882  and  1884, 
With  Copious  and  Explanatoky  Notes,  and  an  Appendix  of  the  Acts 

KKLATINO  TO  MAEEIBD  WoMBN. 

By  Archibald  Brown,  M.A.,  Edinbuigh  and  Oxon.,  and  the  Middle  Temple, 
Barrister-at-Law.  Being  the  Sixth  Edition  of  The  Married  Women's  Property 
Acts.  By  the  late  J.  R.  Griffiths,  R.A.  Oxon.,  of  Lincoln's  Inn,  Bamster- 
at-Law.  •  .  . 


^  **  Uoon  the  whole,  we  are  ol  opinion  that  thu  is  the  hest  work  upon  the  subject  which  has  been  it 

UDce  tne  passing  of  the  recent  Act.  Its  position  as  a  well  csttfiliriied  raanual  of  ackaowfodccd  worth  nves 
it  lU  starting  a  considerable  advantage  over  new  books ;  and  this  adiwuage  has  been  well  maintained  by 
the  intelligent  treatment  of  the  Edkor."^S0lkffmrt'  yonmmi, 

"The  notes  are  full,  but  anything  rather  thai)  tedkHis  rmding,  and  the  lirw  contained  in  them  is  good, 
and  verified  by  reported  cases.  ...  A  distinct  feature  of  the  woric  is  its  cofHous  index,  practically  a 
•nmmary  of  the  marginal  headings  of  the  various  paragraphs  in  the  body  of  the  text.  This  book  is  wmthy 
of  all  success."— /.0W  Mtigmatme, 


In  8vo,  price  12/.,  cloth, 

THE   LAW  OF  NEGLIGENCE. 

SECOND  EDITION. 

By  Kodert  Campbell, .of  LincoIo*a  Imv.  Barrister-at-La;iv,  and  Advocate 

of  the  Scotch  Bar. 

"Noiessviauthority  than  the  late  Mr.  Justice  new  edition  brqaghl down  U»  date.    It  b  indeed  an 

Willes,  in  bis  judgment  in  OpHnkiim  v.  tVki^  able  and  scholarly  treatise  on  a  somewhat  diflicalt 

Liam   MoUi  Cct   characterised   Mr.  Campbell's  branch  of  law,  In  the  treatment  of  which  the 

'  Law  of  Negligence '  as  a  *  very  good  book ; '  and  •  author's  knowledge  of  Roman  and  Scotdi  Ji 


since  very  good  books  are  by  no  means  plentiful,  prudence  has  stood  him  in  good  stead.    We  oon- 

when  compared  with  the  numbers  of  indilferent  ndently  recommeitd  it  alike  to  tfie  student  and  the 

ones  which^annually  issue  from  the  press,  we  think  practitioner. "^Ziicsv  Mi^tmtu. 
the  profession  will  be  thankful  to  the  author  of  thu 


In  8vo,  price  lOf.  (k/.  nei, 

THE   LAW   AND   PRIVILEGES   RELATING   TO 

THE  ATTORNEY-GENERAL  AND  SOLICITOR-GENERAL 

OiF  ENGLAND^  with  a  History  from  the  EarOicst  Periods,  and  a  Series  of 
King's  Attorneys  and  Attorneys  and  Solicitors-General  from  the  reign  of 
Henry  HI.  to  the  60th  of  Victoria.  By  J.  W.  Norton-Kyshe,  of  lioooln's 
Inn,  Barrister-at-Law. 


BIBLIOTHBCA    LBQUM. 


In  i2roo  (nearly  400  pages),  price  2j.,  cloth, 

A  CATALOGUE  OF  LAW  BOOKS.  inc>««iing  ii  u«  Report. 

in  the  various  Courts  of  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland ;  with  a  Supplement  to 
December,  18S4.  By  Hraffty  G*  Stbvcns  and  Robert  W.  Hayne.s,  Law 
Publishers. 

In  small  4to,  price  2j.,  cloth,  beautifully  printed,  with  a  large  margin,  for  the 

special  use  of  Librarians, 

A   CATALOGUE   OF    THE    REPORTS    IN    THE 

VARIOUS  COURTS  OF  THE  UNITED  KINGDOM  OF  GREAT 

BRITAIN  AND  IRELAND,  arranged  botb  in  alpha- 
betical *•  CHRONOLOGICAL  ORDER.  By  SnvENS  ft  Havno, 
fMOi  Publtshers. 
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Second  Edition,  much  enlarged,  in  8vo,  price  20j.,  cloth, 

CHAPTERS  ON   THE 

LAW  RELATING  TO  THE  COLONIES. 

To  which  arc  appended  Topical  Indkxks  of  Cas«s  decided  in  the  Privy  Council 
on  Appeal  from  the  Colonies,  Channel  Islands  and  the  Isle  of  Man,  and  of 
Cases  relating  to  the  Colonies  decided  in  the  English  Courts  otherwise  than  on 
Appeal  from  the  Colonies. 

By    CHARLES    JAMES    TARRING,   M.A., 

ASSISTANT    JUDGE    OF    H.B.M.    SUKRBMK     CONSULAR    COURT,    CONSTANTINOI'LE,    AND    H.M.'S    CONSUL  ; 
AtrmOR  OK  "SRtTlfiK   CONSULAR  J^RlSDlCriON    IK   THg  BAST,"  "A  TURKISH  GRAM«A>,"  «TC. 

»     ■  •  CONTENTS. 

Chxpcer  IT.-«The  Judiciary  and  the  Bar. 
Clwpter  V.xAppeaU  fr^m  Uko  C6k>me$v 
Chapter  VI.— Imperial    Statutes   relating   to   the 
Colonies. 
Section  i. —Imperial  Sututon  rehudng  to  the 

Colonies  in  general. 
Section  s— Sui>iects  of  Imperial  Legislation 
T«latinfc    to    the    Colonies   in 
gcuBfaT. 
Section  3.->lmperial  Statutes  relating  to  par- 
ticular Colonies. 


?^ble  of  Cases  Cited, 
able  of  Statmes  Cited. 

Introductory. — Definition  of  a  Colony. 
Chapter  lw~The  laws  to  whkk  the  Colonies  are 
subject. 
Section  i.— In  newly-discovered  C9untries. 
Section  a.— In  oonauened  or  ceded  countries. 
SectioQ  3.— Generatlyk 
Chancer  IL-  The  Executive. 
Section  x. — The  Governor. 

A. — Nature   of    his    office,    power,    and 

dutjeSk 
B.— Lialulity  to  answer  for  his  acts. 
I.-Civilly. 

'  I.  tf. — In  the  courts  of  his  Govern- 
ment. 
^.— In  tKe  English  courts. 
e.'»~For  what  causes  of  action. 
IL— Crimioally. 
Section  a. — ^The  £Uecutive  Council. 
Chapter  III.— The  L«»islative  Power. 
Section  i. — Classification  of  colonies. 
Section  a. — Colonies  with  r^ponsible  govern- 
ment. 
SectioQ  3.-'Privnegf  s  and  powers  of  colooud 
Legislative  AsseablieB. 


*   Tcmical  Jndea  of  Csiics '  decided  10  the    Pri^ 
,     .  Council   on    appeil    frpm    the   Colpnies,    tl^ 
Channel  Islancfs,  and  the  Isle  of  Man. 
Index  of  tome  Topics  of  English  Law  dealt  with 

in  the  Cases. 
Topical   Index  of  Cases  relating  to  the  Colonies 
decided  in  the  English  Courts  otherwise  than  on 
appeal  from  -cbe  Cotoates. 
Indiex  of  Names  of  Cases. 

'     Appendix  1. 

!         -      U.  ■ 

I     GSNBIAL   InDBX. 

1 


In  8vo,  price  lox.,  doth. 


THE  TAXATION  OP  COSTS  IN  THE  CROWN  OFFICE. 

COMPRISING  A  COLLECTION  OF 

BILLS  OF  COSTS  IN  THE  VARIOUS  MAHERS  TAXABLE  IN   THAT  OFFICE; 

INCLUDING 

COSTS    UPON    THE   PROSKCUTION    OF    FRAUDULENT    BANKRUPTS, 
AND  ON  APPEALS  FROM  INFERIOR  COURTS; 

TOGETHER  WITH 

A    TABLE    OF  COURT   FEES. 

AND  A  SCALE  OF  COSTS  USUALLY  ALLOWED  TO  SOLICITORS,  ON  THE  TAXATION 

OF  COSTS  ON  THE  CROWN  SIDE  OF  THE  QUEEN'S    BENCH    DIVISION 

OF  THE   HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 

3y    FRKDK.    H.    SHORT, 

CHIBP  CLftKK   IN   THB  CROWN  OFFICB. 

**Thi»is  deddedly  a  as4ful  woHt  on  the  subject  of  tho*  co»t4  which  ar«  liable  to  be  taxed  b«fore  the 
QiMea's  Cdrooer  and  Attorney  (fbf  which  latter  tumt  that  of  *  Solicitor*  might  now  well  be  substituted),  or 
before  the  master  of  the  Crown  Office  ;  in  fact,  socb  a  book  is  aJmost  indispensable  when  preparing  costs 
for  taxation  in  the  Crown  Office,  or  when  taxing  an  opponent's  costs.  Country  solicitors  will  find  the  scale 
relati^g^  to  baAkruptcy  prosecutions  of  especial  use,  asauOh  coses  arc  taxed  in  tKe  Ckown  Office.  Hie '  general 
observations  *  constitute  a  useful  feature  la  this  maoual."— X.flw  Timts, 

"The  recent  revision  of  the  old  scale  of  taais  in  the  Crown  Office  renders  the  u>pearance  of  this  work 
particularly  opportune,  aad  it  canqot  fail  .to  be  welcomed  by  practitioiers.    Mr.  Short  gives,  in  the  first 

Elace,  a  scale  of  costs  usually  allowed  to  solicitors  on  the  taxation  of  costs  in  the'  Crown  Office  and  then 
ills  of  costs  in  various  matters.    l*hese  are  well  arranged  and  clearly  printed."— .^AfrW/tfrr'  Jonrnai. 
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Just  Published,  in  8vo,  price  7^.  6^.,  cloth, 

BRITISH  CONSULAR  JURISDICTION  IN  THE  EAST, 

WITH  TOPICAL  INDICES  OF  CASES  ON  APPEAL  FROM,  AND 
RELATING  TO,  CONSULAR  COUKTS  AND   CONSULS; 

Also  a  Collection  of  Statutes  concerning  Consuls. 

By   C.  J.  TARRING,  M,A,, 

ASSISTAMT'JUDCB  OF.H.B.M.  SUPRBMJE  CONSULAR  COURT  FOR  THB  UTVAMT. 

In  one  volume,  8vo,  price  %s,  6d, ,  cloth, 
A    COMPLETE   TREATISE    UPON   THE 

NEW  LAW  OF  PATENTS,  DESIGNS,  &  TRADE  HARKS, 

CONSISTING  OF  THE  PATENTS,  DESIGNS,  AND  TRADE  MARKS  ACT, 
1883,  WITH  THE  RULES  AND  FORMS,  FULLY  ANNOTATED 

WITH  CASES,  &c. 

And  a  Statement  of  the  Principles  of  the  Law  upon  those  Bvhjects,  with  a  Time  Tabic 

and  Copious  Index. 

By    EDWARD    MORTON    DANIEL, 

OP  Lincoln's  inn,  sAmii8TBR-AT*LAw,  associatb  op  thb  institvtb  op  patbmt  aodtts. 

--  "         .     _    ■  .  ■  . — -^— — —^^^^.^^ 

In  8vo,  price  8f.,  cloth, 

The  TRADE  MARKS  REGISTRATION  ACT,  1875, 

And  the  Rules  thereunder ;  THE  MERCHANDISE  MARKS  ACT,  1862,  with  aa 
InUoducUon  containing  a  SUMMARY  OF  THE  LAW  OF  TRADE  MARKS, 
together  with  practical  Notes  and  Instructions,  and  a  copious  Index.  By 
Edward  Morton  Danibl,  of  Lincoln's  Inn,  Barrister-at-Law. 

Second  Edition,  in  one  volume,  8vo,  price  i6j.,  cloth, 
A   CONCISE   TREATISE   ON   THE 

STATUTE  LAW  OF  THE  LIMITATIONS  OF  ACTIONS. 

VTiih  an  Appendix  of  Statutes,  Copious  References  to  Enp[lish,  Irish,  and  American  Cases, 

and  to  the  Frendi  Code,  and  a  Cc^ious  Index. 

By    henry    THOMAS    BANNING,    M.A., 

OP  TUX  IMNBR  TXMPLB,  BARRISTEK-AToUlW. 

"The  work  is  decidedly  valuable."— Zotv  Timis. 

"  Mr.  Banning  has  adiiered  to  the  pka  ofprinting  the  Acts  in  an  appendix,  and  making  his  book  a 
onning  treatise  on  the  caseJaw  thereon.  The  cases  have  evidently  been  investigated  with  care  and 
igeated  with  clearness  and  inteHeccuafity.**— Z^mv  fcummi. 


In  8vo,  price  u.,  sewed, 
AN    ESSAY    ON    THE 

ABOLITION  OF  CAPITAL  PUNISHMENT. 

Ewtbraeing  more  particularly  an  Enunciation  and  Analysis  of  tht  Principlis  of  Law  as 

applicable  to  Criminals  of  the  Highest  Vegree  of  Guilt. 

By     WALTER     ARTHUR    COPINGER, 

OP  fWa  KinnLB  TKMPLB,   ISQ.,  BAimiSTBIt-AT-LAW. 

Sixth  Edition,  in  8vo,  price  31/.  6d^.,  cloth, 

THE  INDIAN  CONTRACT  ACT,  No.  IX.,  of  1872. 

TOGETHER 

WITE  AN  INTRODUCTION  AND  EXPLANATORY  NOTES,    TABLE  OF 

.  CONTENTS,   APPENDIX,   AND  INDEX. 

By  H.  S.  CUNNINGHAM  and  H.  H.  SHEPHERD, 

BARR1STXRS*AT-LAW. 


STEVENS  &*   HAYNES,    BELL    YARD,    TEMPLE   BAR.  4» 

Second  Edition,  in  8vo,  price  15;.,  cloth, 

LEADM  CASBS  and  OPINIONS  on  INTERNATIONAL  LAW 

COLLECTED   AND   DIGESTED    FROM 

ENGLISH    AND    FOREIGN    REPORTS,    OFFICIAL    DOOUilENTS, 
PARLIAMENTARY  PAPERS,  and  other  Sources. 

With  NOTES  and  EXCURSUS,  Containing  the  Views  of  the  Text- Writers  on 
the  Topics  referred  to,  together  with  Supplementary  Cases,  Treaties,  and  Statutes ; 
and  Embodying  an  Account  of  some  of  the  more  important  International  Trans^ 
actions  and  Controversies. 

By  PITT    COBBETT,   M.A.,   D.C.L., 

or  CSAY'S  inn,  ftARRISTBK-AT*LAW,   PROPBSSOR  OP  LAW,   UNIVERSITY  OF  SYDNKV,  KI.S.W. 

"Th«  book  is  well  amoged,  the  materiaU  well    «       "The  notes  are  concisely  written  aad   trust- 

selected,  and  the  comments  to  the  point.    Much  ^'^^r-  '  ,'•     J}^  "T^^^^l^  ^J^l 

...  i_  r      J  •          11             1      L*  V    «  .r     i>  I  8>^Bat  deal  on  the  sobjea,  and   the    book    as  a 

will  be  found  in  small  space  in  this  book/'-Zaw  ,  Jjjole  tittais  a  convenient  introdncUon  to  fuller  and 

JcnmaL  \  more  systematic  ^tx^as."— Oxford  Magtuutu, 

Second  Edition,  in  royal  8vo.     1 100  pages,  price  451.,  cloth, 

STORY'S   COMMENTARIES    ON    EQUITY 

JURISPRUDENCE. 

Second  English  Edition,  from  the  T\tieJfth  American  RdiHon. 
By  W.  E.  GRIGSBY,  LL.D.  (Lond.),  D.C.L.  (Oxon.), 

AND  OF  THE  INNER  TBMPLS,   BARRISTBR-AT-LAW. 

has   been  rendend  more  perfect  by  additional 
indices." — Law  Times. 


*'  It  is  Mffh  testimonv  to  thar^puttOioQ  of  Story, 
and  to  the  editorship  of  Dr.  Grigsby,  that  another 
edition  should  have  liecn  culled  for.  .  . .  The  woik 


has  carefully  brought  together  the  cases,  and  dts* 
cussed  the  difficulties  arisui|;  upon  the  language  of 
the  diffefent  ymvmoia."-^oi£aion' Jamrma/, 


Second  Edition,  in  8vo,  price  &;.,  cloth, 

THE  PARTITION  ACTS,  1868  &  1876. 

A  Manual  of  the  Law  of  Partition  and  of  Sale,  in  Lieu  of  Partition.  With  the  Decided 
Cases,  and  an  Appendix  containing  Judgments  and  Orders.  By  W.  Gregory 
Walker,  B.A.,  of  Lincoln's  Inn,  Borrister-at-Law. 

*'  This  is  a  very  good  maaual — practical,  clearly 
written,  and  complete.  The  suoiect  lends  itaeu 
wdl  to  the  mode  of  treatment  adopted  by  Mr. 
WaUosr,  and  in  his  notes  to  the  various  sectioos  he 

Second  Edition,  in  8vo,  price  22s.,  cloth, 
A    TR£ATIS£    ON    THK 

LAW  AND  PRACTICE  RELATING  TO  INFANTS. 

By    ARCHIBALD    H.    SIMPSON,    M.A., 

OF  LINCOLN'S  INN,   BARRISTBK'AT-LAW,   AND  rSLLOW  OP  CHRIST'S  COLLBGB,  CAMBRIDGB. 

SECOND  EDITION,    By  E.  J.  Elgood,  B.C.L.,  M.A.,  of  Lincoln's  Inn, 

Barrister-at-Law. 

'"  Mr.  Simpson's  book  comprises  the  whole  of  the  I  yet  in  comparatively  little  space.    The  result  is 

lav  relating  to  inCaints,  bobh  as  regards  their  per.  !  due  mainly  to  the  busioeaslike  condensation  of  his 

sons  and  their  property,  and  we  have  not  observed  .  style.     Fulness,  however,  has  by  no  means  been 

any  very  important  omissions.    The   author  has  '  sacrificed  to  brerity,  and,  so  far  as  we  have  been 


evidently  expended  much  trouble  and  care  upon 
his  woric,  and  has  brought  together,  in  a  condse 
and  oooTenient  form,  the  law  upon  the  subject  down 
to  the  present  time."— 6V£a/tfrr'  Jourmau 

"  Its  law  is  unimpeachable.  We^  have  detected 
no  errors,  and  whilst  the  work  might  have  been 
done  ruiom  scientifically,  it  is,  beyond  all  question, 
a  compendium  of  sound  legal  priociples.  *'^L4an 
Timis. 

"  Mr.  Simpson  hasananged  the  whole  of  the  Law 
relating  to  Inlancs  with  much  fulness  of  detail,  and 


able  to  test  it,  the  work  omiu  no  point  of  any  im- 
pmrtance,  from  the  eariiest  cases  to  the  last.  In 
the  essential  qualities  of  clearness,  completeness, 
and  orderly  arrangement  it  leaves  nothmg  to  be 
desired. 

"  Lawyers  in  doubt  on  any  point  of  law  or^  prac- 
tice will  nod  the  information  they  require,  if  it  can 
be  found  at  all,  in  Mr.  Simpson's  book,  and  a 
writer  of  whom  this  can  be  said  may  congratulate 
himself  on  having  achieved  a  considerable  success.** 
— ^«w  MagmMUUt  February,  1876. 
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In  one  volume,  royal  8vo,  1877,  price  30;.,  clotht 

THE  DOCTRINES  &  PRINCIPLES  OF 
THE  LAW  OF  INJUNCTIONS. 


By    WILLIAM    JOYCE, 

OF    Lincoln's    imn,    barristbs-at-law. 


t« 


Mr.  Joyce,  whoM  leftrned  and  exhAustive  work  on  'The  Law  and  Piactice  of  InJonctioBS*  has 


gained  such  a  deservedly  high  reputation  in  the  Profession,  now  bringi  OBt  a  valoable  ex— |iamcm  vol' 
on  the  '  Doctrines  and  Principles '  of  this  tmportaot  branch  of  the  Law.  In  the  present  woric  the  Lav  is 
enunciated  in  iu  abstract  rather  than  iu  coacrcte  fonn,  at  few  cases  as  possible  bdag  cited  ;  while  at  tbe 
same  time  no  statement  of  a  principle  is  made  unsupported  by  a  decision,  and  for  the  most  part  the  very 
language  of  the  Courts  has  been  adhered  to.  Written  as  it  is  by  so  acknowledged  a  master  of  his  subject, 
and  with  the  conscientious  carefulness  that  might  be  expected  from  him,  this  work  caaaoc  &il  to  prove  of 
the  greatest  assiMance  alike  to  the  Student— who  wants  to  grasp  principles  freed  from  their  sapaincom- 
bent  details — and  to  the  practitioner,  who  wants  to  refresh  his  memory  on  points  qH  doctrine  amidst  the 
opprassivts  details  of  professional  work."~£^nv  MagmMint  m$td  Rieview. 

BY    THE   SAME   AUTHOR. 
In  two  vohtmes,  rcjal  8vo,  1872,  pfice  7<v.«  cloth, 

THE  LAW  &  PRACTICE  OF  OHIINCTIONS. 

EMBRACING 

ALL    THE    SUBJECTS    IN    WHICH    COURTS    OF    EQUITY 
AND    COMMON     LAW    HAVE    JURISDICTION. 

By     WILLIAM     JOYCE, 

OP      LINCOLN'S      INN,     aARRIST|tt<A'r-LAW. 


RSVDBWBL 

"A  work   which    aims  at  being  so  absolutely    I       **  From  these  remarks  it  will  be  sufficiently  per* 
'  '  *    ~     '  "  ••     -    •    oqved  what  elaborate  and  painataHag  indostrr,  as 

well  as  legal  knowledge  and  ability  has  been 
necessary  in  the  compiiatioa  of  Mr.  /oyoe's  anork. 
No  laboor  has  been  spared  to  save  tfaie  pcacdtioner 
labour,  and  no  research  has  been  omitted  whi^ 
could  tend  towards  tho  elucidation  and  exempli5- 
cation  of  the  general  principles  of  the  Law  and 
Practice  of  Injuoctious.  — L«a»  J^urmmt, 

"  He  docs  not  anempt  to  gp  aahi^  beyfiod  that 
for  which  he  has  express  written  antliority  ;  he  al- 
lows th«  cases  to  speaik,  and  does  not  speak  for  them. 

"The  work  is  something  more  than  a  treatise  on 
the  Law  of  Injunctions.  It  gives  us  the  general 
law  on  almost  every  subject  to  which  the  prooets  of 
injooction  is  applicable.  Not  only  English,  bat 
American  decisions  are  cited,  the  aggregate  number 
being  ^,500,  and  the  statutes  cttedifio,  whilst  the 
index  ts,  we  think,  the  most  elaborate  we  have  ever 
seen — occup^ring  nearly  aoo  pages.  The  work  b 
probably  entirely  exhaustive.  — Lmn  Timet. 


complete,  as  that  of  Mi  Joyce  upon  a  subject 
which  is  of  almost  perpetual  recurrence  in  the 
Courts^  cannot  fail  to  be  a  welcome  offering  to  the 
profession,  and  doubtless,  it  will  be  well  received 
and  largely  used,  for  it  is  as  absolutely  complete  as 

it  aims  at  being This  work  is,  therefore 

eminently  a  work  for  the  practitioner,  being  full  of 
practical  utility  in  every  page,  and  every  sentence, 
of  it We  have  to  congratulate  the  pro- 
fession on  this  new  acqubition  to  a  digest  of  the 
law,  and  the  author  on  his  production  of  a"  work  fof 
permanent  utility  and  fame." — Lait>  Mmgazint 
tmd  Review. 

"  Mr.  Joyce  has  produced,  not  a^  treatisei  but  a 
complete  and  compendious  exposition,  of  the  Law 
and  Practice  of  injunctions  both  in  equity  and 
oomoKmlaw. 

"Part  III.  is  devoted  to  the  practice  of  the 
Courts.  Contains  an  amount  of  valuable  etnd 
ieefmical  matter  nowhere  elst  collected. 


"This  work,  considered  either  as  to  its  matter  or  manner  of  execution,  is  no  ordinary  work.  It  is  a 
complete  and  exhaustive  treatise  both  as  to  the  law  and  the  practice  of  granting  inhmcttons.  It  most 
supersede  all  other  works  on  the  subject.  The  terse  statement  of  the  practice  willbe  found  of  incalodahJe 
value.  We  know  of  no  book  a«  suitable  to  supply  a  knowledge  of  the  law  of  injunctioos  to  our  commoa 
law  friends  as  Mr.  Joyce's  exhaustive  work.  It  is  alike  indispensable  to  members  of  the  Common  Law 
and  Equity  Bars.  Mr.  Joyce's  great  work  would  be  a  casket  without  ii  key  unless  accompanied  by  a  good 
index.  His  index  is  very  full  and  well  aniBinged.  We  feel  that  this  work  is  destined  to  take  its  ^ce 
as  a  sundard  text-book,  and  tht  text-book  on  the  particular  subject  of  which  it  treats.  The  author 
deserves  great  credit  for  the  very  ip-eat  labour  bestowed  upon  iti  The  puMUhen,  as  usual,  have 
acquitted  themselves  in  a  manner  deserving  of  the  high  reputation  they  bear.'  ---OiiMEdh  L^m  Jeetemal, 
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Third  Editiooy  in  8vo,  price  2Qr.,  cloth, 
A   TREATISE    UPON 

:  :  THE  ,UW;  OF   EXTRADITION, 

WITH  THE  CONVENTIONS  UPON  THE  SUBJECT  EXISTING  BETWEEN 

ENGLAND  AND   FOREIGN  NATIONS, 

AND    THE     CASES     DECIDED     THEREON. 

By   Sir    EDWARD    CLAJIKE, 

or  UVC^I'N'S  INN,  8.-G.,  Q.C.,  M.P. 


*'  Mr.  Clarke's  accurate  and  sensible  book  is  the 
best  authority  to  which,  the  En^ish  resuier  oao 
torn  upon  the  subject  of  Extradition.'* — Saiurday 
Rtvioff. 

"Trie  opinion  we  expresjsed  of  the  merits  of  this 
work  when  it  first  appeared  has  faeeo  folly  kistified 
by  the  reputation  it  has  gained.  It  is  seldom  we 
come  across  a  book  possessinf  so  much  interest  to 
the  seneral  reader  and  at  the  same  time  fumishilig:  so 
Qseral  a  guide  to  the  lawyer,  ""-^tiuiisra^  Joitrnml. 

"The  appearance  of  a  second  edition  of  this 
treatise  does  not  surprise  Mft«  It  is  a  usefa^  ^^l^i 
well  arranged  and  well- Written.    A  Mudent'wh6 


wants  to  learn  the  principles  and  practice  of  the 
law  of  extradition  wiH  he  greatly  aeljped  by  Mr. 
Clarke.  Lawyers  who  have  extradition  business 
will  find  this  volume  an.  excellent  book  of  reference. 
Magistrates  who  have  to  adihinister  the  extradition 
law  will  be  grelitljr  assisted  by  a  careful  perusal  of 
'Clarke  upon  Extradition.'  This  may  be  called  a 
warm  coramendationi  but  those  who  hiave  read  the 
book  will  not  say  it  is  unmerited."— Zatv  JoumtU, 
.  Thb  Tjmbs  of  September  7,  1874,  in  a  long 
article  upon  "  Extradition  Treaties,"  makes  con- 
siderable use  oC  this  work  and  writes  of  it  as  *'  Mr, 
Clmrke'i  use/nl  Work  oh  ExtradiiioHr 


In  8vo,  price  2s,  6ii.,  cloth, 

TABLES    OF     STAMP     DUTIES 

FROM    1815   TO    1878. 
By    WALTER    ARTHUR    CO  FINGER, 

or    THX    MIDDLB    TBMPLB,  BSQUIRB,   BARRISTBR*AT*LAW :    AUTHOR    OP   "  THB  LAW    OP    COPYRIGHT    IN 
WORKS  OP  LITBRATURB  AND  ART,*'  **  INDBX  TO  PRKCBDBNTS  IN  CONVBVANCING,"  "tITLB  DBBOS,"  && 

"  We  tluak  this  Httk  book  ought  to  find  its  way 


into  a  good  many  chambers  and  offices." — Soii- 
ciiorx'  yourHoi, 

'*  This  book,  or  at  least  one  containing  the  same 
•BUNoit  of  valaable  and  wcH'arraaged  information, 
should  find  a  place  in  ewry  Solicitor's  oflboe.  It  is 
of  especial  vawe  when  examiniog  the  absciact  of  a 


large  number  of  old  title-deeds."— -Z^nv  Timu. 

^  His  TaiUs  0/ Stamp  Dutits^/rom  1815  /*  1878, 
have  already  been  tested  in  Chambers,  and  being 
now  published,  will  materially  lighten  the  labours 
of  the  profession  in  a  tedious  department,  yet  one  re- 
quiring  great  care."->ZMtf  Mttgmzino  and  Review, 


In  one  volame,  8vo»  price  14/.,  cloth, 

TITLE     DEEDS: 

THEIR    CUSTODY.     INSPECTION,    AND    PRODUCTION,    AT    LAW,    IN 
EQUITY.  AND  IN  MATTERS  OF  CONVEYANCING, 

inclndins  Covenants  for  the  Production  of  E>eed»and  Attested  Copies;  with  an  Appendix 
of  Precedents,  the  Vendor  and  Purchaser  Act,  1874^  &c.  &c.  &c.     By  Walter 
Arthur  Coping kr,  of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law  ;  Author  of '*  The 
Law  of  Copyright "  and  *'  Index  to  Precedents  in  Conveyancing." 
"The  literary  execution  of  the  work  is  good    '   here.   Mr.  Copinger  has  supplied  a  much-felt  want. 


tnougfa  to  invite  quotation .  but  the  volume  is  not 
Lwge,  and  we  content  ourselves  with  recommending 
it  to  the  profession." — Law  Times. 

"  A  really  good  treatise  on  this  subject  must  be 
intlal  to  the  lawyer :  and  this  is  what  we  hafve 


by  the  compilation  of  this  volume.  We  have  not 
space  to  go  into  the  details  of  the  book  ;  it  appears 
well  arranged,  clearly  written,  and  fu II v  elaborated. 
With  these  few  remarks  we  recommend  his  volume 
to  olir  leaders." — Law  youmaL 


Third  Edition,  in  8vo.  considerably  enlarged,  price  36i.,  cloth, 

THE   LAW   OF    COPYRIGHT 

In  VTorlcB  of  Literature  and  Art  \  including  that  of  the  Drama,  Music,  Engraving, 
Sculpture,  Painting,  Photography,  and  Ornamental  and  Useful  Designs  ;  together 
with  International  and  Foreign  Copyright,  with  the  Statutes  relating  thereto,  and 
References  to  the  English  and  American  Decisions,  "^y  Walter  Arthuf 
COFINGER,  of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 


*'Mr.  Copinger's  book  is  very  comprehensive, 
dealing  with  every  branch  of  his  subieci,  and  even 
cxtendmg  to  copyright  in  foreign  countries.  So  far 
as  we  have  examined,  we  have  found  all  the  recent 
authorities  noted  up  with  scrupulous  care,  and 
there   is   an    unusually  good  index.    These  are 


merits  which  will,  doubtless,  lead  to  the  placing  of 
this  edition  on  the  shelves  of  the  members  of  tHe 
profession  whose  business  b  concerned  with  copy- 
right ;  and  deservedly,  for  the  book  is  one  of  con- 
siderable value.  — Soiicitors'  Joumai. 
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Third  Edition,  in  One  large  Volume,  8vo,  price  32/.,  cloth, 

A  MAGISTERIAL  AND  POUGE  GUIDE : 

BRING    THE    LAW 

VLATIMC  TO  1>HB 

PROCEDURE,  JURISDICTION,  AND  DUTIES  OF  MAGISTRATES 

AND  POLICE  AUTHORITIES, 

IN  THE  METROPOLIS  AND  IN  THE  COUNTRY. 

With  an  Introduction  showing  tht  General  Procedure  before  Macistimtee 

both  in  Indictable  and  Summary  Matters. 

By  HENRY  C   GREENWOOD, 

SnrSNDIAllV  MAGfSTRATB  POK  THB  DISTKICT  OT  THB  STAVFOKMHUtB  raTTBKlBS  ;  AMD 

TEMPLE   CHEVALIER   MARTIN, 

CHIBP  CLBBK  TO  THB  MACISTRATBS  AT  LAMBBTH  POLICB  COUKT,  LONDON  ; 


M    ((  , 


AUTHOR  OF  "tHB  LAW  OP  MAIMTBMANCB  AND  fiBSBXTION,"  "THB  NBW  POBMUUST."  BTC 

Third  EdiiUtu    Inchidiog  the  SESSION  $2  &  53  Vict.«  and  the  Casks  Dbcidbd  in  the 
Superior  Courts  to  the  End  op  thb  Ybar  1889,  revised  and enhrgtd^ 

By   temple   CHEVALIER    MARTIN. 


"  A  second  edition  has  appeared  of  Messrs.  Greenwood  and  Martin's  valuable  and 
comprehensive  magisterial  and  police  Gaide,  a  book  which  Justices  of  the  peace  should  take 
care  to  include  in  their  Libraries."— 5fl/»r<%  Review, 

"  Hence  it  is  that  we  rarely  light  upon  a  work  which  commands  our  confidence,  not  moely 
by  its  research,  but  also  by  its  grasp  of  the  subject  of  which  it  treats.  The  volume  before  ns 
is  one  of  the  happy  few  of  this  latter  class,  and  it  is  on  this  account  that  the  public  fiivoor  will 
certainly  wait  upon  it.  We  are  moreover  convinced  that  no  effon  has  been  spared  by  its 
authors  to  render  it  a  thoroughly  efficient  and  trustworthy  guide."— Z^w  Journal. 

"Magistrates  will  find  a  yaluable  handbook  in  Messrs.  Greenwood  and  Martin's 
'  Magistoial  and  Police  Guide,'  of  whidb  a  fresh  Edition  has  ji»t  been  published."— rAtf 
Times, 

*'  A  very  valuable  introduction,  treating  of  proceediugs  before  Magsstrates,aad  largely  of  the 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  is  in  itself  a  treatise  which  will  repay  perusal.  We  expressed  our 
high  opinion  of  the  Guide  when  it  first  appeared,  and  the  favourable  impiessitfm  then  produced 
is  increased  by  our  examination  of  this  Second  Edition."— /.itw  Times. 

"  For  the  form  of  the  work  we  have  nothing  but  commendation.  We  may  say  we  have 
here  our  ideal  law  book.  It  may  be  said  to  omit  nothing  which  it  ought  to  contain.*'— 
Law  Times. 

'*  This  handsome  volume  aims  at  presenting  a  oomprehennve  magisterial  haiulbook 
for  the  whole  of  England.  The  mode  of  arrangement  seems  to  us  excellent,  and  is  weH 
carried  oyxu"— Solicitors'  Journal. 

"  The  Magisterial  and  Police  Guide,  by  Mr.  Henry  Greenwood  and  Mr.  Temple 
Martin,  is  a  model  work  in  its  conciseness,  and,  so  far  as  we  have  been  able  to  test  it, 
in  completeness  and  accuracy.  //  ought  to  Ae  in  the  hands  of  all  toho,  as  magistrates  or 
otherwise,  have  authority  in  ma/ters  q/^  police," --Daily  Mews. 

'*  TTkis  work  is  iminentlf  practiced ^  and  supplies  a  real  want  It  plainly  and  concisely 
states  the  law  on  all  points  upon  which  Magistrates  are  called  upon  to  adjudicate^  syste- 
maticaUy  arranged^  so  as  to  be  easy  of  reference.  It  ought  to  find  a  place  on  every  jiestice^s 
tadlet  and  we  cannot  but  think  that  its  usefulness  will  speedily  ensure  for  it  as  large  a  sale 
as  its  merits  deserve.**— Midland  Counties  Herald. 

"  The  exceedingly  arduous  task  of  collecting  together  all  the  enactments  on  the  subject 
has  been  ably  and  efficiently  performed,  and  the  arrangement  is  so  methodical  and  precise 
that  one  is  able  to  lay  a  finger  on  a  Section  of  an  Act  almost  in  a  moment,  it  is  wonderful 
what  a  mass  of  information  is  comprised  in  so  comparatively  small  a  space.  We  have  much 
pleasure  in  recommending  the  vohime  not  only  to  our  professional,  but  also  to  our 
general  readers ;  nothing  can  be  more  useful  to  the  public  tiian  an  acquaintance  with  the 
ouUinea  of  magisterial  jurisdiction  and  procedure." — Shifield  Post. 
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In  8vo,  price  I2i.  61/.  cloth,  - 
THE  LAW  RELATING  TO  THE 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  CHARITIES, 

WITH  THE 

CHARITABLE  TRUSTS  ACTS,  1853-1694,  AND  LOCAL 

GOVERNMBNT  ACT,  1894. 

By  THOMAS  BOURCHIERCHILCOTT, 

OP  THB  MIDDLE  TBMPLB,   BARRISTBR-AT-LAW. 


In  one  thick  volume,  8vo,  price  32/.,  cloth, 

THE  UW  OF  RAILWAY  COMPANIES. 

Comprising  the  Companies  Clauses,  the  tands  Clauses,  the  Railways  Clauses  Consoli- 
dation Acts,  the  Railway  Companies  Act,  1867,  and  the  Regulation  of  Railways 
Act,  1868 ;  with  Notes  of  Cases  on  all  the  Sections,  brought  down  to  the  end  of  the 
year  1868 ;  together  with  an  Appendix  giving  all  the  other  material  Acts  relating 
to  Railways,  and  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  Houses  of  Lords  and  Commons ; 
and  a  copious  Index.  By  Henry  Godefroi,  of  XJncoIn's  Inn,  and  John 
Shortt,  of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barristers-at-Law. 

In  a  handy  volume,  crown  8vo,  1870,  price  lOf.  di/.,  cloth, 

THE  LAW  OF  SALVAGE, 

As  administered  in  the  H!fi4i  Court  of  Admiralty  and  the  County  Courts;  with  the 
'"  '       Principal  Authorities,  English  and  American,  brought  down  to  the  present  time ; 

and  an  Appendix,  containing  Statutes,  Forms,  Tfuile  of  Fees,  etc.    By  Edwyn 

Jones,  of  Uray's  Inn,  Barrister-at-Law. 

In  crown  8vo,  price  4/.,  cloth, 
A   HANDBOOK  OF  THE 

LAW  OF  PARLIAMENTARY  REGISTRATION. 

WITH  AH  APPENDIX  OP  STATUTES  AND  FULL  INDEX. 

By  J.  R.  SEAGER,  Registration  Agent. 

Second  Edition,  in  One  Vol.,  8vo,  price  lU,,  cloth, 

A  COMPENDIUM   OF  ROMAN   LAW, 

Founded  on  the  Institutes  op  Justinian  ;  together  with  Examination  Questions 
Set  in  the  University  and  Bar  Examinations  (with  Solutions),  and  Definitions  of 
Leading  Terms  in  the  Words  of  the  Principal  Authorities.     Second  Edition.     By 
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In  8ro,  price  71.  6^.,  cloth, 

TITLES  TO  MINES  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES, 

WITH  THE 

STATUTES    AND    REFERENCES    TO    THE    DECISIONS 
OP    THE    COURTS    RELATING    THERETO. 

By  W.  a.   HARRIS,   B.A.   Oxon., 

or  UKOOLN'S  IMM,    BAUUSTSa-AT-LAW;  AND  OF  THB  AMSaiCAIf  BAt. 
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